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AGENCY USE ONLY 
Agency Reference #:       Date Received:       
Circulated by:       (local govt. or agency)       

 

JOINT AQUATIC RESOURCES PERMIT APPLICATION FORM (JARPA) 
 (for use in Washington State) 

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT IN BLACK INK.   
TO FILL IN ELECTRONICALLY, USE F11 TO MOVE THROUGH THE FORM 

    Application for a Fish Habitat Enhancement Project per requirements of RCW 77.55.290.  You must submit a copy of this 
completed JARPA application form and the (Fish Habitat Enhancement JARPA Addition) to your local Government 
Planning Department and Washington Department of Fish & Wildlife Area Habitat Biologist on the same day. 

NOTE:  LOCAL GOVERNMENTS – You must submit any comments on these projects to WDFW within 15 working days. 
 

Based on the instructions provided, I am sending copies of this application to the following:  (check all that apply) 
 X  Local Government for shoreline:    Substantial Development       Conditional Use       Variance     X Exemption      Revision 

                              Floodplain Management       Critical Areas Ordinance 
 X  Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife for HPA (Submit 3 copies to WDFW Region) 
 X    Washington Department of Ecology for 401 Water Quality Certification (to Regional Office-Federal Permit Unit) 
  X   Washington Department of Natural Resources for Aquatic Resources Use Authorization Notification   
 X  Corps of Engineers for:     Section 404   X  Section 10 permit 
    Coast Guard for:                    General Bridge Act Permit          Private Aids to Navigation (for non-bridge projects) 
    For Department of Transportation projects only:  This project will be designed to meet conditions of the most current     

Ecology/Department of Transportation Water Quality Implementing Agreement 
SECTION A - Use for all permits covered by this application.  Be sure to ALSO complete Section C (Signature Block) for all 

permit applications. 
1. APPLICANT 

Washington State Department of Natural Resources; Derelict Vessel Removal Program, Melissa Montgomery 
MAILING ADDRESS 
PO Box 47027, Olympia, WA 98504-7027 
WORK PHONE 

360-902-1574 
E-MAIL ADDRESS 
Melissa.montgomery@dnr.wa.gov 

 CELL PHONE  FAX # 
360-902-1786 

If an agent is acting for the applicant during the permit process, complete #2.  Be sure agent signs Section C (Signature Block) 
for all permit applications 

2. AUTHORIZED AGENT 
N/A 
MAILING ADDRESS 
      
WORK PHONE 
       

E-MAIL ADDRESS 
      

HOME PHONE 
      

FAX # 
      

3. Relationship of applicant to property:          X  OWNER             PURCHASER        LESSEE        X        Owner/manager 
of aquatic lands, lessee or other agreement for use of upland property  
4. Name, address and phone number of property owner(s) if other than applicant: 

Upland property: Robert Cugini, P.O. Box 359, Renton WA 98057; 425-226-3900 
Lynn Manolopolous is the atty representing Mr. Cugini, 425-646-6146; his consultant is Clay Patmont, Anchor 
Environmental, (206) 287-9130; 

5. Location (street address, including city, county and zip code, where proposed activity exists or will occur) 
Activity will occur within the Harbor Area of Lake Washington within the jurisdiction of Renton, King County and 
at 4503 Lake Washington Blvd, Renton, WA 
Local government with jurisdiction (city or county) City of Renton 
Waterbody you are working in   Lake Washington 
Is this waterbody on the 303(d) List**   YES   X    NO        

If YES, what parameter(s)? Fecal Coliform, Sediment 
Bioassy 
**For 303d List, 
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wq/303d/index.html  

Tributary of 
N/A 

WRIA # 
8 

Shoreline designation N/A 

Zoning designation   COR 2  
¼ Section Section Township Range Government Lot 

DNR stream type if known   N/A 
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SW 29 24 N 5 E N/A 

 Latitude and Longitude: N 47°32’ and W122°12’ Tax Parcel Number   2924059002 and 2924059014  
 

ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 
 

6. Describe the current use of the property, and structures existing on the property.  Have you completed any portion of the proposed 
activity on this property?           YES          X   NO  
For any portion of the proposed activity already completed on this property, indicate month and year of completion.    
 
There are two derelict and abandoned drydocks and two derelict dolphins located on the aquatic 
property.  The site is state-owned aquatic land that is designated as a harbor area.  There are no 
exclusive uses of the property, rather it is open to recreational uses such as boating. The upland 
property is used for log booming and storage and as a transfer facility but those activities are 
expected to cease in mid- August 2007.   
Is the property agricultural land?        YES        X  NO  Are you a USDA program participant?         YES          X  NO 

7a. Describe the proposed work that needs aquatic permits:  Complete plans and specifications should be provided for all work waterward   
of the ordinary high water mark or line, including types of equipment to be used.  If applying for a shoreline permit, describe all work 
within and beyond 200 feet of the ordinary high water mark.  If you have provided attached materials to describe your project, you still 
must summarize the proposed work here.  Attach a separate sheet if additional space is needed. 

 
Washington State DNR is proposing to remove approximately two derelict and abandoned sunken 
drydocks which are located on state-owned aquatic lands (SOAL) on the eastern shores of Lake 
Washington, north of May Creek.  This site is located in the W ½ of the SW ¼  Section 29, Township 24, 
Range 5.  The county parcels include 2924059002 and 2924059014.  
 
DNR is proposing to hire a contractor to raise the drydocks whole.  This process may include patching, 
lifting with straps, raising with floatbags or other methods to be determined by contractor and approved 
by the regulatory agencies.  Once refloated, the quantity of abrasive sandblast grit on board will be 
evaluated and any other appropriate materials testing will be conducted to determine the appropriate 
disposal options for the materials.  The abrasive sandblast grit will be removed when there is least 
chance for it to spill; this may be while the vessel is floating and may be once the hull is onshore 
depending on the amount and distribution of the grit.  If it is safe to do so and the grit has been removed 
from the deck, the upper wing walls may be demolished while the drydock is still floating in order to 
reduce the weight of the vessel for haul out.  The drydocks will be hauled one at a time onto the 
Quendall Terminals property for demolition by pushing, pulling and/or mechanically rolling the drydocks 
onto the property.  The drydocks would then be demolished and the materials hauled off by land to an 
appropriate disposal or recycling facility.  Due to the size and weight of each drydock, the entire hull 
may not be out of the water when demolition is started but only portions that are onshore will be 
demolished.  The Contractor will provide a barrier between soils on site and the haul out and demolition 
areas.  The Contractor will provide a Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan and a 
Surface Water Pollution Prevention Plan. 
 
The southern drydock has significant damage to one wingwall.  If DNR’s contractor is unable to patch 
and refloat the drydock, consultation with the regulatory agencies will be held and DNR’s contractor will 
attempt to refloat or otherwise raise the drydock in sections. 
 
The project area is located within a site listed under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) site that is subject to a cleanup action that includes the 
upland property and lake sediments.  The oversight of that cleanup is being managed by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (Lynda Priddy 206-553-1987).  Map #1 indicates the areas within the 
Harbor Area that will undergo future cleanup of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) and 
woodwaste.  
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PREPARATION OF DRAWINGS:  See sample drawings and guidance for completing the drawings.  ONE SET OF ORIGINAL OR GOOD QUALITY REPRODUCIBLE 
DRAWINGS MUST BE ATTACHED.  NOTE:  Applicants are encouraged to submit photographs of the project site, but these DO NOT substitute for drawings.  THE CORPS 
OF ENGINEERS AND COAST GUARD REQUIRE DRAWINGS ON 8-1/2 X 11 INCH SHEETS.  LARGER DRAWINGS MAY BE REQUIRED BY OTHER AGENCIES. 

7b. Describe the purpose of the proposed work and why you want or need to perform it at the site.  Please explain any specific needs that 
have influenced the design. 
 

The purpose of this work is to remove two sunken drydocks from state-owned property on Lake 
Washington.  The removal of these derelict vessels will improve the navigability of the lake, remove an 
attractive nuisance, enhance the nearshore environment, benefit migrating juvenile salmon and facilitate 
the cleanup of the contaminated aquatic sediments. 

 
7c.  Describe the potential impacts to characteristic uses of the water body.  These uses may include fish and aquatic life, water quality, 

water supply, recreation and aesthetics.  Identify proposed actions to avoid, minimize, and mitigate detrimental impacts and provide 
proper protection of fish and aquatic life.  Identify which guidance documents you have used.  Attach a separate sheet if additional 
space is needed. 

      Some potential impacts of the project could be: 
       
      Noise impacts to fish species.  This is mitigated by completing the project within the in-water work 

window of July 16, 2007 to December 31, 2007, to prevent any disturbance to migrating fish.    
 
There may be a temporary increase in localized emissions from the equipment that will be used to 
remove the vessels, however effects are expected to be minimal.  Since the current activities at the 
site are ending, there will probably be no net change from the status quo.   
 
Suspension of sediments in the lake.  Because the drydocks have settled into the bottom under their 
own weight, resuspension of some sediment will be unavoidable when the vessels are raised.  
Suspension of sediments will be minimized as best as possible by raising the vessels whole.   
 
Suspension of sediments in the nearshore.  Depending on the weight of the drydocks and the 
methods available to get them out of the water there will be some disturbance to the sediments on 
the shoreline where the vessels are hauled out of the water.  This may be reduced if the wingwalls 
can be cut off while the vessels are still floating, thereby reducing the weight of the vessels 
considerably.  Because the area is already disturbed and will be subject to further cleanup and 
restoration actions, no shoreline rehabilitation is anticipated as part of this project. 
 
This project is not expected to cause any impacts to the water other than the resuspension of 
sediment mentioned above.  There are no known petroleum-based products on the drydocks.  
However, a barge and the associated equipment for vessel removal will be located at the site.  Spill 
Prevention, Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plans will be developed with the selected 
contractor.  The SPCC Plan will outline measures to be taken to prevent release or spread of 
discharged materials including those the contractor may store, use, or generate during construction 
activities.  These items include, but are not limited to gasoline, oils, and chemicals.  
 
The upland property is contaminated with DNAPL below the surface in several places.  Existing site 
data provided by Anchor Environmental does not indicate DNAPL or other contamination in the 
immediate drydocks area nor in the haul-out or demolition areas.    Exclusion zones will be set up 
over areas of known contamination to prevent the contractor from entering those areas. 
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7d. For in water construction work, will your project be in compliance with the State of Washington water quality standards for turbidity 
WAC 173.201A-110?        X   YES            NO    (See USEFUL DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS) 

8.  Will the project be constructed in stages?               YES               NO   X   
Proposed starting date:  early September depending on permits, contractor  and site availability 
Estimated duration of activity: One month in-water for raising, two months on shore for demolition 

9. Check if any temporary or permanent structures will be placed: 
  X   Waterward of the ordinary high water mark or line for fresh or tidal waters  AND/OR 
      Waterward of the mean higher high water for tidal waters? 
Due to the shoreline topography, a ramp or other structure may be necessary to haul out the drydocks. 

10. Will fill material (rock, fill, bulkhead, or other material) be placed: NO 
      Waterward of the ordinary high water mark or line for fresh waters? 
 If  YES, VOLUME (cubic yards)       / AREA       (acres) 
        Waterward of the mean higher high water for tidal waters? 
 If  YES, VOLUME (cubic yards)       / AREA        (acres) 
 

ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 
 

11.  Will material be placed in wetlands?          YES      X   NO  
If YES: 
A.  Impacted area in acres:        
B.  Has a delineation been completed?  If YES, please submit with application.       YES    X   NO 
C.  Has a wetland report been prepared?  If YES, please submit with application       YES    X   NO 
D.  Type and composition of fill material (e.g., sand, etc.)          
E.  Material source:         
F.   List all soil series (type of soil) located at the project site, and indicate if they are on the county’s list of hydric soils.  Soils information 

can be obtained from the natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS).       
G.   WILL PROPOSED ACTIVITY CAUSE FLOODING OR DRAINING OF WETLANDS?       YES     X  NO 
If YES, IMPACTED AREA IS       ACRES OF DRAINED WETLANDS. 

NOTE: If your project will impact greater than ½ of an acre of wetland, submit a mitigation plan to the Corps and Ecology for approval along with the JARPA form.   
NOTE: A 401 water quality certification will be required from Ecology in addition to an approved mitigation plan if your project impacts wetlands that are:   a) greater than ½ acre in size,  
           or b) tidal wetlands or wetlands adjacent to tidal water.   Please submit the JARPA form and mitigation plan to Ecology for an individual 401 certification if a) or b) applies.  

12. Stormwater Compliance for Nationwide Permits Only:  This project is (or will be) designed to meet ecology’s most current  
stormwater manual, or an Ecology approved local stormwater manual.       YES     X  NO 

If YES – Which manual will your project be designed to meet?        
If NO – For clean water act Section 401 and 404 permits only – Please submit to Ecology for approval,  along with this  JARPA 
application, documentation that demonstrates the stormwater runoff from your project or activity will comply with the water quality 
standards, WAC 173.201(A) 

13. Will excavation or dredging be required in water or wetlands?         YES    X  NO     
 If YES: 

A.  Volume:        (cubic yards) /area        (acre)  
B.  Composition of material to be removed:       
C.  Disposal site for excavated material:        
D.  Method of dredging:        

14.  Has the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) been completed       YES          X  NO 
SEPA Lead Agency: City of Renton, Completed and turned in SEPA application on July 11, 2007. 
SEPA Decision:  DNS, MDNS, EIS, Adoption, Exemption              Decision Date (end of comment period)       
SUBMIT A COPY OF YOUR SEPA DECISION LETTER TO WDFW AS REQUIRED FOR A COMPLETE APPLICATION 

15.  List other Applications, approvals or certifications from other federal, state or local agencies for any structures, construction discharges  
or other activities described in the application (i.e. preliminary plat approval, health district approval, building permit, SEPA review, 
federal energy regulatory commission license (FERC), Forest practices application, etc.).  Also, indicate whether work has been 
completed and indicate all existing work on drawings.  NOTE: For use with Corps Nationwide Permits, identify whether your project has 
or will need an NPDES permit for discharging wastewater and/or stormwater.  

TYPE OF APPROVAL ISSUING AGENCY IDENTIFICATION 
NO. 

DATE OF APPLICATION DATE APPROVED COMPLETED? 

Shoreline Substantial Development City of Renton                    
Hydraulic Project Approval WDFW                    

DNR-005003
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Nationwide Permit #22 (Sec. 
404/401) US Army Corps  n/a n/a  
NPDES Permit exemption Ecology     
*Asbestos Abatement                     
*Section 10 US Army Corps                         
*the contractor DNR hires will be required to apply for this as necessary 

16.  Has any agency denied approval for the activity you’re applying for or for any activity directly related to the activity described herein?  
      YES   X  NO 
If YES, explain:  
      

ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 

DNR-005004
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SECTION B - Use for Shoreline and Corps of Engineers permits only: 
17a. Total cost of project.  This means the fair market value of the project, including materials, labor, machine rentals, etc.  
 Estimated at $1.5 to $2 million 
 
17b. If a project or any portion of a project receives funding from a federal agency, that agency is responsible for ESA consultation.  Please 
indicate if you will receive federal funds and what federal agency is providing those funds.  See instructions for information on ESA.* 
FEDERAL FUNDING     YES   X  NO   If YES, please list the federal agency.       
18. Local government with jurisdiction:   City of Renton 
19. For Corps, Coast Guard and DNR permits, provide names, addresses and telephone numbers of adjoining property owners, lessees, 
 etc.    Please note:  Shoreline Management Compliance may require additional notice – consult your local government. 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE NUMBER 
Robert Cugini P.O. Box 359, Renton WA 98057 425-226-3900 
Port Quendall Company C/O Vulcan Inc 505 5th Ave S #900 Seattle, WA 98104 206-342-2000 

   J.H. Baxter & Company 85 N. Baxter Rd Eugene, OR  97401 541-689-1834 
 
SECTION C - This section MUST be completed for any permit covered by this application 

20.  Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the activities described herein.  I certify that I am familiar with the 
information contained in this application, and that to the best of my knowledge and belief, such information is true, complete, and 
accurate.  I further certify that I possess the authority to undertake the proposed activities.  I hereby grant to the agencies to which 
this application is made, the right to enter the above-described location to inspect the proposed, in-progress or completed work.  I 
agree to start work ONLY after all necessary permits have been received.. 

 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
 SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT 

DATE  

 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
SIGNATURE  OF AUTHORIZED AGENT 

DATE       

I HEREBY DESIGNATE      _____________TO ACT AS MY AGENT IN MATTERS RELATED TO THIS APPLICATION FOR 
PERMIT(S).  I UNDERSTAND THAT IF A FEDERAL PERMIT IS ISSUED, I MUST SIGN THE PERMIT. 
 
________________________________________________________________________________     ______________ 
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE 
 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

 SIGNATURE OF LANDOWNER (EXCEPT PUBLIC ENTITY LANDOWNERS, E.G. DNR) 
    THIS APPLICATION MUST BE SIGNED BY THE APPLICANT AND THE AGENT, IF AN AUTHORIZED AGENT IS DESIGNATED. 
 
18 U.S.C §1001 provides that:  Whoever, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States knowingly 
falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a material fact or makes any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or 
representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or 
entry, shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than 5 years or both. 
 

COMPLETED BY LOCAL OFFICIAL 
A.  Nature of the existing shoreline.  (Describe type of shoreline, such as marine, stream, lake, lagoon, marsh, bog, swamp, flood        
plain, floodway, delta; type of beach, such as accretion, erosion, high bank, low bank, or dike; material such as sand, gravel,  mud, clay, 
rock, riprap; and extent and type of bulkheading, if any) 
B.  In the event that any of the proposed buildings or structures will exceed a height of thirty-five feet above the average grade level, 
indicate the approximate location of and number of residential units, existing and potential, that will have an obstructed view: 
C.  If the application involves a conditional use or variance, set forth in full that portion of the master program which provides that the 
proposed use may be a conditional use, or, in the case of a variance, from which the variance is being sought: 

These Agencies are Equal Opportunity and Affirmative Action employers. 
For special accommodation needs, please contact the appropriate agency in the instructions 

ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043
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WASHINGTON 

JOINT AQUATIC RESOURCE PERMITS APPLICATION (JARPA) 
INSTRUCTIONS, SAMPLE DRAWINGS & AGENCY CONTACTS 

 
NOTE:  DO NOT SUBMIT this section with your application. 
 
This Joint Application may be used to apply for Hydraulic Project Approvals, Shoreline Management Permits, Approvals for Exceedance of 
Water Quality Standards, Water Quality Certifications, Coast Guard Bridge Permits, Department of Natural Resources Use Authorization, 
and Army Corps of Engineers Permits.  You must submit readable copies of the completed application form together with 
detailed drawings, prepared in accordance with the drawing guidance to the appropriate agencies.  When applying, 
you do NOT need to send copies of the instructions.  Remember, depending on the type of project you are proposing, other 
permits may be required that are not covered by this application. 
 
Use the following list to determine which permits to apply for.  Your project may require some or all of these permits.  If you have trouble 

deciding which permits you need, please contact the appropriate agency for questions.  Agency telephone numbers are attached.  IF 
ANY OF THE BOXED ITEMS LISTED UNDER A PERMIT TITLE BELOW APPLY TO YOUR PROJECT, THEN YOU MUST 
CHECK THE BOX FOR THAT PERMIT ON THE TOP OF PAGE ONE OF THE JARPA FORM AND SEND A COMPLETED 
COPY OF THE APPLICATION FORM TO THE AGENCY RESPONSIBLE FOR ISSUING THAT PERMIT.  Complete Sections A 
& C for any of the permits listed below.  Also complete Section B for Shoreline and Army Corps of Engineers permits.  Detailed drawings 
are required for any of these permits (see attached drawing guidelines for drawing requirements).   

 
 Hydraulic Project Approval from the Department of Fish and Wildlife under 77.55 RCW is required if your project includes 

construction or other work, that: 
• will use, divert, obstruct, or change the natural flow or bed of any fresh or salt water of the state.  This includes bed reconfiguration, 

all construction or other work waterward under and over the ordinary high water line, including dry channels, and may include 
projects landward of the ordinary high water line (e.g., activities outside the ordinary high water line that will directly impact fish life 
and habitat, falling trees into streams or lakes, dike construction etc.). 

 
   Shoreline Substantial Development, Conditional Use, Variance Permit, or Exemption from Local Government (under 

the Shoreline Management Act, 90.58 RCW;) required for work or activity in the 100-year floodplain, or within 200 feet of the ordinary 
high water mark of Shorelines of the State (check with your local government); and which includes any one of the following: 

• dumping; 
• drilling; 
• dredging; 
• filling; 
• placement or alteration of structures (whether temporary or permanent); or 
• any activity which substantially interferes with normal public use of the waters regardless of cost. 

 
 Floodplain Management Permits and/or Critical Areas Ordinances review by Local Government for: 

*  work in frequently flooded areas, geologically unstable areas, wildlife habitats, aquifer recharge areas, and wetlands. 
 
 Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Department of Ecology Regional office under 33 USC § 1341 of the Clean Water 

Act is needed when a federal approval is required for a project, including the following: 
• Corps of Engineers 404 Permit --Send to Ecology's Federal Permits Unit in the Regional Office; 
• FERC hydropower license--Attach FERC exhibit E or an Applicant Prepared Environmental Assessment and send to the State of 

Washington’s Office of Permit Assistance 
 
 Aquatic Resources Use Authorization Notification from the Department of Natural Resources is required if your project:  

• is on, crosses, or impacts the bedlands, tidelands or shorelands of a navigable water.  
 

 Section 404 Permit from the Corps of Engineer under 33 USC § 1344 of the Clean Water Act is required if your project includes: 
• placement of dredged or fill material waterward of the ordinary high water mark, or the mean higher high tide line in tidal areas, in 

waters of the United States, including wetlands*;  
• mechanized land clearing and sidecasting in waters of the United States, including wetlands*.  
• Endangered Species Act (ESA) Consultation** 

 
ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 
 

 

Formatted: Bullets and Numbering
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 Section 10 Permit from the Corps of Engineer is required for: 
• any work in or affecting navigable waters of the United States (e.g., floats, piers, docks, dredging, excavation, piling, buoys, 

overhead power lines, etc.). 
 
 General Bridge Act Permit from the Coast Guard is required for: 

• construction of a new bridge or modification to an existing bridge over a navigable waterway. 
 
 Private Aids to Navigation from the Coast Guard is required for: 

• installing a fixed structure or floating object within the waters of the United States. 
 
*Wetlands that are determined to be isolated by the Army Corp of Engineers are no longer regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act.  These wetlands are regulated by the Department of Ecology under the state Clean Water Act RCW 90.48.  For further information 
please contact the Office of Regulatory Assistance at 1-800-917-0043 or at  assistance@ora.wa.gov . 
 
** Endangered Species Act (ESA) Consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service and/or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: 
If your project is authorized, funded or carried out by a Federal agency and the Federal agency determines that the proposed project may 
affect ESA listed species or critical habitat, consultation under Section 7 of the ESA is required.  ESA Consultation is the responsibility of 
the Federal agency, not the applicant.  JARPA forms should be submitted directly to the responsible Federal agency, not to the National 
Marine Fisheries Service or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  The responsible Federal agency may require additional information from 
the applicant to assess potential project impacts to listed species and their habitat.   
 
Information on ESA  -  http://endangered.fws.gov/hcp/index.html or http://endangered.fws.gov/whatwedo.html or 
http://offices.fws.gov/directory/ListOffices.cfm   
 
 USEFUL DEFINITIONS & INSTRUCTIONS 

The following definitions are presented to help applicants in completing the JARPA.  They may not necessarily represent specific 
language from the laws implemented through JARPA. 

 
Ordinary High Water Mark or Line means the visible line on the banks where the presence and action of waters are so common as to leave 
a mark upon the soil or vegetation.  In any area where the ordinary high water line cannot be found, the ordinary high water line adjoining 
saltwater shall be the line of mean higher high water, and the ordinary high water line adjoining freshwater shall be the elevation of the 
mean annual flood. 
 
Mean Lower Low Water is the 0.0 tidal elevation, determined by averaging each day's lowest tide at a particular location over a period of 19 
years. It is the tidal datum for vertical tidal references in the salt water area. 
 
Mean High Water and Mean Higher High Water Tidal Elevations at any specific location can be found in tidal benchmark data compiled by 
the United States Department of Commerce, Environmental Science Services Administration, Coast and Geodetic Survey, dated  
January 24, 1979.  This information can be obtained from the Corps of Engineers at (206) 764-3495.  The determination of tidal elevation is 
obtained by averaging each day's highest tide at a particular location over a period of 19 years, measured from mean lower low water, 
which equals 0.0 tidal elevation. 
 
Shorelands or shoreland areas means those lands extending landward for 200 feet in all directions as measured on a horizontal plane from 
the ordinary high water mark; floodways and contiguous floodplain areas landward 200 feet from such floodways; and all wetlands and river 
deltas associated with the streams, lakes, and tidal waters which are subject to the provisions of 90.58 RCW. 
 
Shorelines means all water areas of the state, including reservoirs, and their associated wetlands, together with the lands underlying them, 
except stream segments upstream of the point where mean annual flow is less than 20 cubic feet per second, and lakes less than 20 acres 
in size. 
 
Wetlands mean areas that are inundated or saturated by surface water or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, 
and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions.  Wetlands 
generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas.   
 
Bridge means any structure including pipelines and conveyor belts, which transports traffic or materials across a navigable water. 
 
Aquatic Tidelands means the area between the ordinary high tide line and extreme low tide line, unless otherwise established. 
 
Aquatic Shorelands means the shore areas of non-tidal navigable lakes or rivers between the ordinary high water line and the line of 
navigability unless otherwise established. 
 
Aquatic Bedlands means the area waterward of and below the line of navigability on non-tidal rivers and lakes, or below the extreme low 
tide mark in navigable tidal waters, or below the outer harbor line where a harbor has been created. 
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Nationwide Permit issued by the Corps of Engineers for projects with minimal impacts.  For a complete packet of nationwide permits and 
application information, contact the Corps Regulatory branch at (206) 764-3495 or visit their website http://www.nws.usace.army.mil. 
 
 
Section 303(d) listed waters These are water quality limited estuaries, lakes, and streams that fall short of state surface water quality 
standards, and are not expected to improve within the next two years. 
 
Mixing zone means that portion of a water body adjacent to an effluent outfall where mixing results in the dilution of the effluent with the 
receiving water. Water quality criteria may be exceeded in a mixing zone as conditioned and provided for in WAC 173-201A-400. 
 
Turbidity means the clarity of water expressed as nephelometric turbidity units (NTU) and measured with a calibrated turbidimeter. 
 
Background conditions means the biological, chemical, and physical conditions of a water body, outside the area of influence of the 
discharge under consideration. 
 
 
Instructions for question 7d. 
Water Quality Standards – Compliance for turbidity mixing zone requirements. 
 
The water downstream of the allotted mixing zone (100 ft, 200 ft, 300 ft, dependent on how fast the water is flowing and measured in cubic 
feet per second) must have the same visual clarity as the water upstream of the project impact site (the water cannot be greater than 5 
NTUs above the background water).  The following section from WAC 173-201A-110 authorizes the turbidity mixing zone.  

 

All work in or near the water, and water discharged from the site shall meet the State's Water Quality Standards, WAC 173-201A.  A 
mixing zone for turbidity is authorized within WAC 173.201A-030 during and immediately after necessary in-water or shoreline 
construction activities that result in the disturbance of in-place sediments.  Use of a turbidity mixing zone is intended for brief periods of 
time (such as a few hours or days) and is not an authorization to exceed the turbidity standard for the entire duration of the 
construction.  Use of the mixing zone is subject to the constraints of WAC 173-201A-100(4) and (6), requiring an applicant have 
supporting information that indicates the use of the mixing zone shall not result in the loss of sensitive or important habitat, 
substantially interfere with the existing or characteristic uses of the water body, result in damage to the ecosystem, or adversely affect 
public health. The mixing zone is authorized only after the activity has received all other necessary local and state permits and 
approvals, and after the implementation of appropriate best management practices to avoid or minimize disturbance of in-place 
sediments and exceedances of the turbidity criteria.  Within the mixing zone, the turbidity standard is waived, and all other applicable 
water quality standards shall remain in effect.  The mixing zone is defined as follows:  
 

1) For waters up to 10 cfs flow at time of construction, the point of compliance shall be 100-feet downstream of project 
activities.   

2) For waters above 10 cfs up to 100 cfs flow at time of construction, the point of compliance shall be 200-feet downstream 
of project activities. 

3) For waters above 100 cfs flow at the time of construction, the point of compliance shall be 300 feet downstream of 
project activities. 

4) For projects working within or along lakes, ponds, wetlands, estuaries, marine waters or other non-flowing waters, the 
point of compliance shall be at a radius of 150-feet from the activity causing the turbidity exceedance. 
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 GUIDANCE FOR COMPLETION OF DRAWINGS 
 
General Information.  Three types of illustrations are needed to properly depict the proposed activity:  Vicinity Map, Plan View, and 
Cross-Sectional View.  Drawings to scale should be prepared using clear printing, black ink, and the fewest number of sheets possible.  
Include the scale.  The importance of clear accurate drawings cannot be overstated.   At a minimum, drawings must contain the following 
information; other information may be required depending on project type.  If you have questions regarding completing the drawings, call 
the appropriate agency. 
*NOTE:  Army Corps of Engineers drawing requirements are found at: 
http://www.nws.usace.army.mil/PublicMenu/Menu.cfm?sitename=REG&pagename=mainpage_Permit_Applicant_Info .  
 
1. Vicinity Map.  A copy of a county or city road map, or a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map may be used.  Include: 

a. North arrow. 
b. Name of waterbody (and river mile if appropriate). 
c. Location of the proposed activity (indicate with a circle, arrow, X, or similar symbol). 
d. Provide latitude and longitude of the site to the nearest second. 
e. Provide directions to the site. 

 
2. Plan View.  This drawing illustrates the proposed project area as if you were looking down at the site from overhead. 

a. North arrow. 
b. Name of waterbody and direction of water flow. 
c. Location of existing shoreline. 
 Tidal Waters:  Show the Ordinary High, Mean High, Mean Low, Mean Higher High, and Mean Lower Low Water Marks or Lines, 

and/or wetland boundaries.  Indicate elevation above datum. 
 Non-tidal waters:  Show the Ordinary High Water Mark or Line, Meander Line, and/or wetland boundary. 
d. Dimensions of the activity or structure and impervious surfaces, distance from property lines, and the distance it extends into the 

waterbody beyond the Ordinary High, Mean High, Mean Higher High, and Mean Low Water Mark or Line, and/or wetland 
boundaries, as appropriate. 

e. For Corps permits, indicate the distance to Federal projects and/or navigation channels (if applicable).  To ascertain, call the 
Corps Regulatory Branch Office at (206) 764-3495. 

f. Show existing structures on subject and adjoining properties. 
g. Indicate adjoining property ownership. 
h. If fill material is to be placed, identify the type of material, amount of material (cubic yards), and area to be filled (acres). 
i. If project involves dredging, identify the type of material, amount of material (cubic yards), area to be dredged, method of 

dredging, and location of disposal site.  Dredging in areas shallower than -10 feet needs to be clearly identified on 
drawings. 

j. Identify any part of the activity that has been completed. 
k. Indicate types and location of aquatic, wetland, riparian and upland vegetation. 
l. Erosion control measures, stabilization of disturbed areas, etc. 
m. Utilities, including water, sanitary sewer, power and stormwater conveyance systems (e.g., bioswales). 
n. Indicate stormwater discharge points. 
o. Proposed landscaping where applicable (for complex landscape plans, please attach a separate drawing). 
p. Where applicable, plans for development of areas on or off site as mitigation for impacts associated with the proposal. 
q. On all variance applications the plans shall clearly indicate where development could occur without approval of a variance, the 

physical features and circumstances on the property that provide a basis for the request, and the location of adjacent 
structures and uses. 

 
3. Cross-Sectional View.  This drawing illustrates the proposed activity as if it were cut from the side and/or front.  Include: 

a. Location of water lines. 
 Tidal Waters:  Show the Ordinary High, Mean High, Mean Higher High, and Mean Lower Low Water Marks or Lines, and/or 

wetland boundary. 
 Non-tidal waters:  Show the Ordinary High Water Mark or Line, and/or wetland boundary. 
b. Water depth or tidal elevation at waterward face of project. 
c. Dimensions of the activity or structure, and the distance it extends into the waterbody beyond the Ordinary High, the Mean High, 

the Mean Higher High and Mean Low Water Mark or Line, and/or wetland boundaries. 
d. Indicate dredge and/or fill grades as appropriate. 
e. Indicate existing and proposed contours and elevations. 
f. Indicate types and location of aquatic, wetland, and riparian vegetation present on site. 
g. Indicate type and location of material used in construction and method of construction. 
h. Indicate height of structure. 

 
4. Clearance and Elevations.  Applies to Coast Guard Bridge Permits only. 

a. Vertical clearance measured from Mean Higher (tidal waters) or Ordinary High (non-tidal water). 
b. Horizontal clearance between piers or pilings. 
c. Bottom elevation of the waterway at the bridge. 
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AGENCY CONTACTS 

 
Below is a list of agencies to which a copy of the Joint Application may be sent, and which permit each agency issues.  Technical 
assistance and information is also available from these offices. 
 
State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance (Technical assistance only. Do not mail application here) 
 

State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance  Telephone 1-800-917-0043 or (360) 407-7037 
Mailing Address     Fax (360) 407-6904  
PO Box 47600  
Olympia, WA 98504-7600 
Physical Address 
300 Desmond Drive 
Lacey, WA  98504 

 
Department of the Army Permit(s)(Section 404 or Section 10) 
 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,    Telephone (206) 764-3495 
Seattle District     FAX (206) 764-6602 
Regulatory Branch 
Post Office Box 3755 
Seattle, WA 98124-3755 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers   Telephone (509) 238-4570 
Eastern Washington Information   FAX (509) 238-4570 
P.O. Box 273 
Chattaroy, WA  99003-0273 
      
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers   Telephone (509) 682-7010 
Central Washington Information   FAX (509) 682-7710 
P.O. Box 2829 
Chelan, WA  98816-2829 
 
  

Department of Ecology Permits – 401 Water Quality Certification 
   
Washington State Department of Ecology – Headquarters 
Mailing Address  
Post Office Box 47600    Telephone (360) 407-6000 
Olympia, WA 98504-7600 
Attn: Federal Project Manager 
Physical Address 
300 Desmond Drive 
Lacey, WA  98504 
   
Central Region     Telephone (509) 575-2490 
15 West Yakima Avenue, Ste 200   FAX (509) 575-2809 
Yakima, WA  98902-3401 
Attn: Federal Project Manager 
 
Eastern Region     Telephone (509) 329-3400 
4601 North Monroe, Suite 202   FAX (509) 329-3529 
Spokane, WA  99205-1295 
Attn: Federal Project Manager 
 
Northwest Region    Telephone (425) 649-7000 
3190 - 160th Avenue S.E.    FAX (425) 649-7098 
Bellevue, WA  98008-5452 
Attn: Federal Project Manager 
 
Southwest Region    Telephone (360) 407-6300 
Mailing Address:     FAX (360) 407-6305 
P.O. Box 47775 
Olympia, WA  98504-7775 
Attn: Federal Project Manager 
Physical Address: 
300 Desmond Drive 
Lacey, WA  98504 
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ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (Hydraulic Project Approval) - Submit 3 copies of the JARPA application to Regional offices.   

Contact regional offices for questions or assistance. 
Headquarters  

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (360) 902-2534 
600 Capitol Way North   TDD (360) 902-2207 
Olympia, Washington  98501-1091  FAX (360) 902-2946 

 
Region 1 (Pend Oreille, Ferry, Stevens, Spokane, Lincoln, Whitman, Columbia, Garfield, Asotin, and Walla Walla Counties) 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (509) 892-1001 
2315 North Discovery Place  FAX (509) 921-2440 
Spokane, WA 99216 

 
Region 2 (Okanogan, Douglas, Grant, Adams, and Chelan Counties)  

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (509) 754-4624  
1550 Alder Street NW   FAX (509) 754-5257 
Ephrata, WA 98823-9699 

 
Region 3 (Franklin, Kittitas, Yakima, and Benton Counties) 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (509) 575-2740 
1701 South 24th Avenue   FAX (509) 575-2474 
Yakima, WA 98902-5720 
 

Region 4 (Whatcom, Skagit, Snohomish, King, Island, and San Juan Counties) 
Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (425) 775-1311 
16018 Mill Creek Boulevard  FAX (425) 338-1066 
Mill Creek, WA 98012-1296 

 
Region 5 (Lewis, Wahkiakum, Cowlitz, Skamania, Clark, and Klickitat Counties) 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (360) 696-6211 
2108 Grand Blvd.    FAX (360) 906-6776 
Vancouver, WA 98661-4624 

 
Region 6 (Pacific, Pierce, Thurston, Grays Harbor, Mason, Jefferson, Clallam, and Kitsap Counties) 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife Telephone (360) 249-4628 
48 Devonshire Road   FAX (360) 664-0689 
Montesano, WA 98563-9618 

 
Local Government (Shoreline Management Act Approval) 

Appropriate City or County Planning, Building, or Community Development Department 
Refer to:  http://www.ora.wa.gov/counties/index.htm for city and county contact information. 

 
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), formerly Soil Conservation Service (SCS) for information regarding activities on 
agricultural land 

NRCS      Telephone (509) 323-2900 
West 316 Boone Avenue, Suite 450   FAX (509) 323-2909 
Spokane, WA  99201-2348 
 

Coast Guard  
 Section 9 Bridge Permit 

Commander 13th Coast Guard District (OAN) Telephone (206) 220-7282 
915 Second Avenue. Room 3510   FAX (206) 220-7265 
Seattle, WA 98174-1067 
Attn: Bridge Administrator 

 Private Aids to Navigation 
Commander 13th Coast Guard District (OAN)  Telephone (206) 220-7285 
915 Second Avenue, Room 3510   FAX (206) 220-7265 
Seattle, WA 98174-1067 
Attn: PATON Manager 
 

Department of Natural Resources, Aquatic Resources Authorization to use bedlands, tidelands, or shorelands of navigable waters. 
Headquarters     Telephone (360) 902-1000 
Northwest Region     Telephone (360) 856-3500 
Pacific Cascade Region    Telephone (360) 577-2025 
South Puget Sound Region   Telephone (360) 825-1631 
Northeast Region     Telephone (509) 684-7474 
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Southeast Region     Telephone (509) 925-8510 
Olympic Region     Telephone (360) 374-6131 
 

ECY 070-15 (Rev.  11/04)  JARPA Contact the State of Washington Office of Regulatory Assistance for latest version or call 360/407-7037 or 800/917-0043 

DNR-005012

http://www.ora.wa.gov/
http://www.ora.wa.gov/


King County - Dry Docks #6 and #7
Project Name: Contact: Patti Southard  Date: 5/10/2006 206 296 8480
PROJECT: King County's shiny new dry docks Approx. 70' wide by 200' long
Location: Lk . Washington - near Renton, WA

Material take-off for Dock #6 and #7 combined*
(Unit Price)

Item Description Quantity Unit Market Value Tot. Value Tot. Board ft lbs/Bf Total weight(lbs)
Top deck
railing material 2x4x8'-12' 2720 lineal ft 0.25$                680.00$              1289.17 2.8 3609.67
railing posts 5' 960 lineal ft 0.50$                480.00$              1125.00 2.8 3150.00
top deck curb 7.5"x5.5" 1360 lineal ft 3.40$                4,624.00$           4675.00 2.8 13090.00
top layer decking 2.5" x 7.5" 6460 lineal ft ? ? 10093.75 2.8 28262.50
2nd layer decking2.5x7.5x8' 6460 lineal ft ? ? 10093.75 2.8 28262.50
top deck support beams-9.25x5.375 1360 lineal ft 6.00$                8,160.00$           5634.79 2.8 15777.42
valve wheels/stands 76 each ? ? 0.00 2.8 0.00
misc. hardware/items 120 each 25.00$              3,000.00$           0.00 2.8 0.00
Subtotal - topdeck 13,944.00$         32911.46 92152.08

(Unit Price)
Item Description Quantity Unit Market Value Tot. Value Tot. Board ft lbs/Bf Total weight(lbs)
Side walls
Outer layer planking-9.25"x3.75" 54400 lineal ft ? ? 157250.00 2.8 440300.00
Inner layer planking-9.25"x3.75" 54400 lineal ft ? ? 157250.00 2.8 440300.00
Outer layer batton-3.125"x.75" 20000 lineal ft ? ? 3906.25 2.8 10937.50
End posts - 12x12 press.treated 88 lineal ft 15.00$              1,320.00$           969.83 2.8 2715.53
Interior wall posts-7.25"x5.25" 8160 lineal ft ? ? 25882.50 2.8 72471.00
X-bracing-7.25"x2.5" 10880 lineal ft 1.88$                20,400.00$         16433.33 2.8 46013.33
Cross-bracing-7.25"x2.5" 5440 lineal ft 1.88$                10,200.00$         8216.67 2.8 23006.67
Support beams-7.5"x5.5" 1360 lineal ft 5.25$                7,140.00$           4675.00 2.8 13090.00
steel vertical support rods 2125 lineal ft 0.50$                1,062.50$           0.00 2.8 0.00

-$                    
Subtotal - Side walls 40,122.50$         374583.58 1048834.03

(Unit Price)
Item Description Quantity Unit Market Value Tot. Value Tot. Board ft lbs/Bf Total weight(lbs)
Main deck -$                    
cross beams- 13.5"x7.5" 11900 lineal ft 14.03$              166,897.50$       100406.25 2.8 281137.50
X-bracing-7.25"x2.5" 3626.66667 lineal ft 1.88$                6,800.00$           5666.67 2.8 15866.67
Cross-bracing-7.25"x2.5" 1813.33333 lineal ft 1.88$                3,400.00$           2833.33 2.8 7933.33
main deck-decking 2.5" x 7.5" 19200 lineal ft ? ? 30000.00 2.8 84000.00
hull planking-treated 22400 lineal ft ? ? 35000.00 2.8 98000.00
job shack structure 1 unit 400.00$            400.00$              0.00 2.8 0.00
boat blocking 36 unit 5.00$                180.00$              1728.00 2.8 4838.40
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bow-stern suport beams-7.5"x5.5" 1360 lineal ft 5.25$                7,140.00$           4675.00 2.8 13090.00
-$                    

(Unit Price)
General Quantity Unit Market Value Tot. Value Tot. Board ft lbs/Bf Total weight(lbs)
Hardware-bolts** 163320 unit 0.10$                16,332.00$         0.00 0 32664.00
ladders - misc. 500 lineal ft 2.00$                1,000.00$           1875.00

-$                    
Subtotal for southern building 202,149.50$       180309.25 539404.90
Totals 256,216.00$       587804.29 1680391.02

* Materials with a '?' in the market value column are materials where we are questioning if they have any value at all.  
Weight of inventoried mat'l 840.1955083 tons
Price/ton 90.00$                                     price/ton
Disposal Cost-  for all mat'l 75,617.60$                              disposal cost
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To: Patti Southard 
King County Solid Waste Division 
206 296 8480 
 
From: David Bennink 
RE-USE Consulting 
360-201-6977 
 
RE: Lake Washington Dry Dock #6 and #7 – deconstruction assessment 
 
Patti- 
 
The following is a summary of the notes and some impressions from the site visit to the 
Lake Washington Dry Docks.   
 
Hazardous Materials: 

- Caulking is a suspect material “85% chance some of it contains asbestos”.  It is 
smeared over 1000’s of bolts for waterproofing and is used randomly in many 
other areas making it unclear as to the affect it will have on the reuse of items like 
the bolts.   

- Chinking is a suspect material.  It is placed in gaps between the outer layer of side 
boards. 

- Many of the repairs involved pressure treated materials and they likely contain 
CCA.  Chromated copper arsenate (CCA) is a chemical wood preservative 
containing chromium, copper and arsenic 

- A large amount of wiring is a suspect material.  The wiring is likely sheathed in 
asbestos-containing fibers.   

- Both docks are covered with sand blasting grit mixed with heavily leaded paint 
and this grit has likely embedded itself in cracks in the decking and side boards 
facing the center of the dock. 

 
Material Notes: 

- The batten on the outer sides of the docks is nailed every 5” making it harder to 
save and more expensive to denail. 

- There is variation between the x-bracing length as the dock’s walls thickness 
changes and between the x-bracing’s dimensions  

- While investigating the docks, it was noted that many repairs had been made 
(probably to replace rotted material) and the newer materials were generally 
pressure treated (see CCA note in the Hazardous Material section) 

- The bolting pattern of the decking and planking has some variation.  The outer 
layer is bolted properly, but the inner layer, running diagonally, often has bolt 
holes near the edge of the board.  Both layers are heavily bolted, severely limiting 
the use of that wood.  Many boards have a 3-3.5” strip down the center that is free 
of bolts, but many boards don’t even have that wide of clear runs. 

- Decking bolts are 5/8”; Side boards are bolted with ¾” bolts; larger members are 
bolted with 7/8” bolts; most bolts range from 5-7” long 
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Conditions: 

- A large amount of material was under water, even on the floating dock #7.  We 
were not able to access or see these materials and had to guess at the 
quantities/types of material. 

- The main deck and the bottom of the hull are listed as single layers of 
decking/planking.  It is likely that they have two thicknesses of decking/planking  

- like other area of the docks.  Additional investigation would be required to 
confirm this. 

- On the day of the preview, dock #6 was completely sunk (the top 5’ of the depth 
gauge on the  northern half of the dock was all that was visible) and dock #7 was 
still floating with the main dock about 6-7’ above the water level. 

 
Process:   

- The first step seems to be securing the docks with caution tape, warning signs, 
and spending some time covering holes in the decks or mitigating other safety 
issues 

- The second step may be to refloat dock #6 
- The third step discussed was conducting a full hazardous materials survey since 

the results will affect all of the following steps 
- The fourth step (skipping bidding etc) would be to pull the docks on adjacent land 

for deconstruction/demolition 
- The fifth step, assuming that it is determined that the decking/planking has no 

value, would be to remove materials worth saving from the side walls and upper 
deck once it is determined how much of that material could be saved.  This work 
would be done by hand.  The most difficult material would be the upper 
lengthwise beams support the upper deck. 

- The sixth step would be to mechanically demolish the remaining side wall 
materials, thus leaving the 7-10’ high main deck and hull 

- The seventh step would be to remove the main deck’s decking from the large 
cross beams and to salvage all reusable materials. 

- The eighth step would be to mechanically demolish the hull. 
- The recycling of wood and metal would follow and will have to be determined at 

a later time (as far as what materials will be acceptable for recycling) 
- The bolts may be saved most easily when the decking planking is crushed during 

machine demolition.  Grinding the wood may not be possible due to the large 
fastener size.  An electro magnet may be used to collect the bolts if feasible. 

 
This looks to be a difficult project.  RE-USE remains available to help during each step.  
Thanks you and please feel free to call with questions or corrections.   
 
David Bennink 
360-201-6977 
RE-USE Consulting 
re-use@comcast.net 
www.reuseconsulting.com 
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Drydocks Meeting with Lk Washington Regulators 
May 30, 2007 10-11:30 
Bellevue Ecology Office 
 
Attendees 
Melissa Montgomery, DNR 
John Drabeck, Ecology Water Quality 
Jeanne Tran, Ecology Water Quality (shipyard permits) 
Joe Burgar, Ecology Shoreline 
Stewart Reinbold, WDFW 
Jonothan Frodge, KC DNRP (Water & land resources) 
Lori Enlund, Ecology SEA 
Rebekah Padgett, Ecology 401 permits 
Lynda Priddy, EPA (Quendall site manager) 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the various removal and disposal options and 
what would be acceptable from a regulatory standpoint.  Also to clarify what permits and 
requirements would be likely. 
 
The regulators all expressed that they recognize the value in having the vessels removed 
and are willing to work to make that happen.   
 
Regarding their comments on the removal options:  

• Removal in pieces –consensus says no. They also said the drydocks shouldn’t be 
left in place (ie, cutting the wingwalls off to reduce hazards and visibility) so if 
the vessels are in such poor condition that they can’t be raised we may be able 
revisit.  They didn’t think that the vessel would be in that poor of a condition that 
they couldn’t be raised based on the circumstances, vessel materials and lack of 
deterioration of other treated and untreated wood in freshwater. 

• Removal in sections—will be acceptable if this is the only option, silt curtain will 
be required 

• Refloated whole –preferred option, probably no silt curtain will be required. 
 
For disposal options if the vessel is refloated or removed in sections: 

• The preferred demolition option put forth by EPA and Ecology and agreed on by 
WDFW was to refloat the drydocks and pull them onto the Quendall site for 
demolition on land—basically Global’s “demolition at a marine facility” option, 
only using the Quendall site instead of a marine facility.  It involves pushing and 
pulling the drydocks up a ramp or rollers, demolishing the parts on land and then 
pushing more of it up out of the water and repeating until it is all gone.  This 
would probably be the cheapest available option for DNR but has large liability 
implications.  Issues include: 

o Needs permission from Quendall property owners.  Two PRPs own the 
site.  They would need to not only agree to let DNR use the site but also 
have to be willing to assure DNR that we would not become a PRP for the 
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upland site either due to contaminants added by the drydocks or by 
spreading existing contamination around. 

o Would need a conditional permit from Ecology—which they are willing to 
give as long as stormwater runoff can be controlled. This would be given 
to DNR’s contractor—basically it is a one-time NPDES. 

o Would need the submerged DNAPL sites and other critical contamination 
defined so as to be able to avoid them.   

o May need to add a track or ramp to the site to bring the drydocks on—
would need to clarify with contractor.  This may not be needed but if it is, 
it would likely involve some construction permits, potentially a Corps 
Section 10 permit and increase the cost. 

• Second preferred option is to have the vessels refloated and brought to Todd 
Shipyard for demolition.   

o Heavily dependent on willingness and availability of shipyard 
o Assumes that US Army Corps would allow the drydocks through the 

locks.  Some of the regulators weren’t sure that they would. 
• If neither of the above two options is feasible, another meeting is in order.  The 

option of having the drydocks placed on barges and then rolled onto an upland 
facility for disposal is feasible but it is one of DNR’s more expensive options due 
to the logistical challenges.  The agencies seemed open to looking at other 
facilities and options before resorting to that. 

 
Permits: 
If Nationwide 22 (for vessel removal) Corps permit is needed then Ecology 401 
certification will be needed since the state’s additions to the 2007 nationwide permits 
haven’t been accepted yet—may have 90 day process involved but they are working on 
an expedited process. 
 
 
Misc. information: 
If the drydocks are brought into salt water the addition of the salt may reduce the ability 
to use the wood as bulk fuel. 
 
There is a “sister ship” still in use on the ship canal.   
 
Ok to include removal of pilings, probably cut off at mudline. 
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
 

City of Renton Development Services Division 
1055 South Grady Way, Renton, WA 98055  
Phone: 425-430-7200 Fax: 425-430-7231 

 
PURPOSE OF CHECKLIST: 
 
The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, requires all governmental agencies to 
consider the environmental impacts of a proposal before making decisions.  An Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) must be prepared for all proposals with probable significant adverse impacts on the 
quality of the environment.  The purpose of this checklist is to provide information to help you and the 
agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal, if it can be 
done) and to help the agency decide whether an EIS is required. 
 
 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR APPLICANTS: 
 
This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal.  
Governmental agencies use this checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your 
proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an EIS.  Answer the questions briefly, with the most 
precise information known, or give the best description you can. 
 
You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge.  In most cases, 
you should be able to answer the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need 
to hire experts.  If you really do not know the answer, or if a question does not apply to your proposal, write 
"do not know" or "does not apply".  Complete answers to the questions now may avoid unnecessary 
delays later. 
 
Some questions ask about governmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark 
designations.  Answer these questions if you can.  If you have problems, the governmental agencies can 
assist you. 
 
The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of 
time or on different parcels of land.  Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal 
or its environmental effects.  The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your 
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant 
adverse impact. 
 
 
USE OF CHECKLIST FOR NONPROJECT PROPOSALS: 
 
Complete this checklist for nonproject proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not 
apply."  IN ADDITION, complete the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). 
 
For nonproject actions (actions involving decisions on policies, plans and programs), the references in the 
checklist to the words "project," "applicant," and "property or site" should be read as "proposal," 
"proposer," and "affected geographic area," respectively. 
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A. BACKGROUND 
 
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: 
 
Lake Washington Drydocks Removal 
 
2. Name of applicant: 
 
Washington State Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) 
 
3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: 
 
Melissa Montgomery 
WDNR, Aquatic Resources Division, DVRP 
1111 Washington St SE (street address) 
PO Box 47027 (mailing address) 
Olympia, WA 98504-7027 
360-902-1574 
melissa.montgomery@dnr.wa.gov 
 
4. Date checklist prepared: 
 
June 27, 2007 
 
5. Agency requesting checklist: 
 
City of Renton 
 
6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): 
 
The in-water portion of the project will be completed within the in-water work window of July 16, 
2006 to December 31, 2007, probably in September and October.  The demolition portion is 
expected to take approximately 2-3 months once the drydocks are out of the water. 
 
7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected 

with this proposal?  If yes, explain. 
 
No. 
 
8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, 

directly related to this proposal. 
 
None. 
 
9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals 

directly affecting the property covered by your proposal?  If yes, explain. 
   
 As shown on attached Map #1 areas within the project site will be included in a future sediment    
  cleanup led by the Environmental Protection Agency under the Comprehensive Environmental  
  Response, Compensation, and Liability Act  (CERCLA).  Portions of the project site contain    
  Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) contamination and wood waste.     
 
10. List any governmental approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known. 
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Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Exemption, City of Renton 
Hydraulic Permit Approval (HPA), Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Nationwide Permit 22, Army Corps of Engineers 
NPDES Permit or Exemption, Ecology 
Demolition Permit, City of Renton 
 
11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the 

project and site.   
 
Washington State DNR is proposing to remove two derelict and abandoned sunken drydocks 
which are located on state-owned aquatic lands on the eastern shores of Lake Washington, north 
of May Creek.  This site is located in the W ½ of the SW ¼ Section 29, Township 24, Range 5.  The 
county parcels include 2924059014 and 2924059002. 
 
DNR is proposing to hire a contractor to raise the drydocks.  Once refloated, the quantity of 
abrasive sandblast grit on board will be evaluated and any other appropriate materials testing will 
be conducted to determine the appropriate disposal options for the materials.  The vessels will be 
hauled one at a time onto the Quendall Terminals property at 4503 Lake Washington Blvd for 
demolition by pushing, pulling and/or mechanically rolling the drydocks onto the property.  The 
drydocks would then be demolished and the materials hauled off by land to an appropriate 
disposal or recycling facility.  Due to the size and weight of each drydock, the entire drydock may 
not be out of the water when demolition is started but only portions that are onshore will be 
demolished.  Efforts will be made to control surface water runoff and to separate the demolition 
area from the surrounding contaminated soils. 
 
There are two dolphins consisting of untreated wood pilings that the drydocks are wedged next 
to.  The pilings may be removed as part of this project.  If so the pilings will be cut off at the 
mudline and GIS coordinates will be taken to facilitate locating the stubs. 
 
The southern drydock has significant damage to one wingwall.  If DNR is unable to patch and 
refloat the drydock, consultation with the regulatory agencies will be held and DNR will attempt to 
refloat or otherwise raise the drydock in sections. 
 
The project area is located within a site listed under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) site that is subject to a cleanup action that includes the 
upland property and lake sediments.  The oversight of that cleanup is being managed by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (Lynda Priddy 206-553-1987).   
 
12. Location of the proposal.  Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise 
location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range if 
known.  If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s).  
Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available.  While 
you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed 
plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist. 
 
This site is located on the eastern shores of Lake Washington, north of the mouth of May Creek in 
the W ½ of the SW ¼ Section 29, Township 24N, Range 5E.  This site is located on state-owned 
aquatic land that is within the Harbor Area of Lake Washington.  The parcel number for this site 
includes 2924059014.  These bedlands are managed for the public by the State Department of 
Natural Resources, Aquatic Resources Program.  The adjacent property to be used for demolition 
is located at 4503 Lake Washington Blvd, Renton, King County Parcel #2924059002.  This property 
is owned by Quendall Terminals. 
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B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS 
 
1. EARTH 
 

a. General description of the site (circle one); flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, 
other: gently sloped aquatic lands below the ordinary high water mark, which 
include freshwater bedlands in the harbor area of Lake Washington. The upland 
demolition site is _____________________ 

 
b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope?) 

 
1.6% slope in water 
 
c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, 

muck)?  If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any 
prime farmland. 

 
Generally the lake bottom sediment at this site is a silty mud with a few patches of sandy 
substrate.  The upland property is__________ 

 
d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?  If so, 

describe. 
 
The Seattle Fault runs directly under Mercer Island and through Lake Washington, 
however in the proposal area there is no known history of unstable soils or surface 
indications of any unstable soils.  This site is not designated as a landslide hazard on the 
King County Sensitive Areas Ordinance map. 
 
 
e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading proposed.  

Indicate source of fill. 
 
No filling or grading is proposed. 

 
f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use?  If so, generally 

describe. 
 
Localized disturbance in the lake bottom may occur as a result of removing the sunken 
drydocks depending on how deeply they have settled into the sediments.  All efforts will be 
taken to minimize this disturbance, which will be temporary and insignificant.   Erosion of 
the shore could occur where the drydocks are hauled out of the water.   
 
g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project 

construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? 
 
This proposal will not create any permanent impervious surfaces. 

 
h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: 
 
If feasible the contractor may be able to lay a barrier against the shore to minimize erosion.  
Also if the wingwalls can be removed before the vessels are hauled out the vessels will be 
lighter and may have less impact while being hauled out. 
 

2. AIR 
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a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust, automobile, 
odors, industrial wood smoke) during construction and when the project is completed?  If 
any, generally describe and give approximate quantities if known. 

 
There will be a temporary increase in localized emissions from the equipment that will be 
used to remove the drydocks, however effects are expected to be minimal.  
 
b. Are there any off-site sources of emission or odor that may affect your proposal?  If so, 

generally describe. 
 
There are no off-site sources of emission or odor that will affect the proposal. 
 
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: 
 
Equipment used at the site will meet King County emission requirements. 

 
3. WATER 
 
 a. Surface Water: 
 

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-
round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)?  If yes, describe type 
and provide names.  If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. 

 
Yes, the proposal is for in-water work within in Lake Washington located on state-owned 
aquatic land. 
 
2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described 

waters?  If yes, please describe and attach available plans. 
 
Yes, the project will occur within Lake Washington and on the adjacent shore. 
 
3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from 

surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.  
Indicate the source of fill material. 

 
Not applicable.  
 
4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions?  Give general 

description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. 
 
No, the proposal will not require surface water withdrawals or diversions. 
 
5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year flood plain?  If so, note location on the site plan. 
 
No, according to the flood plain map available on King County’s IMAP. 
 
6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?  If so, 

describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. 
 
The proposal does not involve any intentional discharges of waste materials to surface 
waters.  The drydocks contain abrasive sandblast grit known to be high in heavy metals.  If 
the vessels can be raised whole there will be little anticipated discharge of the grit.  If the 
south drydock is not able to be raised whole due to the substantial damage to its south 
wingwall, the vessel will be removed in as large of sections as possible after consultation 
with the regulatory agencies. 
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b. Ground Water: 
 
1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water?  Give 

general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. 
 
No ground water will be withdrawn and no water will be discharged to ground water. 
 
2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other 

sources, if any (for example:  Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following 
chemicals...; agricultural; etc.).  Describe the general size of the system, the number of 
such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number of 
animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. 

 
Does not apply. 
 
c. Water Runoff (including storm water): 
 
1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and 

disposal, if any (include quantities, if known).  Where will this water flow?  Will this water 
flow into other waters, If so, describe. 

 
WDNR’s contractor will be pumping lake water out from the inside of the vessels and 

discharging it into the lake in order to refloat the vessels. The water currently free 
flows between the inside and outside of the vessel.  Water runoff from stormwater 
already occurs at the site.   

 
2) Could waste material enter ground or surface waters?  If so, generally describe. 
 
No waste material that is not already in the water would enter the surface water.  This 

project would create a net removal of waste from the surface water.   
 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if 
any: 

 
Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plans will be developed with the 
selected contractor.  The SPCC Plan will outline measures to be taken to prevent release 
or spread of discharged materials including those the contractor may store, use, or 
generate during construction activities.  These items include, but are not limited to 
gasoline, oils, and chemicals. 
 
Any debris that is associated with the removal will be picked up and placed on the barge or 
accompanying vessels. 
 
 

4. PLANTS 
 

a. Check or circle types of vegetation found on the site: 
 ____  deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other 
 ____  evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other 
 ____  shrubs 
 ____  grass 
 ____  pasture 
 ____  crop or grain 

____  wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other 
        water plants: water lily, eel grass, milfoil, other 
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 ____  other types of vegetation 
 
b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? 
 
No vegetation will be removed or altered.  
 
c. List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site. 
 
There are no known threatened or endangered plant species at or near the site. 
 
d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance 

vegetation on the site, if any: 
 
No planting is proposed.  The project occurs below Lake Washington’s ordinary high water 
mark and on areas slated for a CERCLA cleanup. 
 

5. ANIMALS 
 
a. Circle any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known 

to be on or near the site:  
 
 Birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other :osprey, cormorant, domestic quail 
 Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other ______________________ 
 Fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other: smelt, threespine stickleback, 

freshwater shrimp, pike minnow, prickly sculpin, black crappie, bluegill, 
pumpkinseed sunfish, trench, and yellow perch. 

 
b. List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site. 
 
Sockeye salmon (largest population in Washington), cutthroat trout, steelhead salmon, 
coho salmon (Beauchamp et al 2004), Puget Sound Chinook salmon, bull trout, and bald 
eagles. 
 
c. Is the site part of a migration route?  If so, explain 
 
This site is part of the Pacific Flyway, a major north-south seasonal migration route for 
many bird species.  This site is also a migratory and rearing corridor for Chinook salmon, 
and Lake Washington contains the largest population of naturally occurring sockeye 
salmon in Washington State. Most spawning and fry production occur in the Cedar River, 
just south of the project site.  
 
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: 
 
This project will remove two drydocks and potentially remove two dolphins from the lake 
that currently provide cover, shade, and focal points for predators of juvenile chinook and 
coho salmon. 
 
All work will occur in accordance with allowed fish windows and bird nesting and 
migration windows as determined by WDFW.   
 

6. ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
 
a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the 

completed project's energy needs?  Describe whether it will be used for heating, 
manufacturing, etc. 
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Does not apply. 
 
b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?  If so, 

generally describe. 
 
Does not apply. 
 
c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?  

List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: 
 
Does not apply. 
 

7. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
 
a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk 

of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this 
proposal?  If so, describe. 

 
The adjacent upland parcel proposed for the demolition site housed a creosote 
manufacturing facility.  Coal tar and oil-gas tar were refined and processed on the adjacent 
upland site. Tanks on this site held crude oil, waste oil and diesel.  A lease within the 
harbor area was in place for log storage and booming for many years.   
 
Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) and woodwaste are located in a few areas of the 
Harbor Area due to the past uses of the site.  See Map #2 for the location of the PAH and 
woodwaste.   No woodwaste was apparent in a dive survey of the drydocks area.  Location 
of PAH in relation to the drydocks is shown on the map.   
 
Cutting off the pilings located in the PAH-contaminated sediments is not expected to 
cause any environmental health hazard. 
 
1) Describe special emergency services that might be required. 
 
No need for emergency services are expected. 
 
2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: 
 
Pilings will be cut at the mud line to prevent remobilization of any buried PAHs. 

 
b. Noise 
 
1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, 

equipment, operation, other)? 
 
Does not apply. 
 
2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a 

short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)?  
Indicate what hours noise would come from the site. 

 
This proposal will have short term noise associated with the machinery that is needed to 
removal the drydocks and pilings. 
 
3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: 
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Removal of the drydocks and pilings will occur during daylight hours from Monday 
through Friday.  No other unusual noise impacts are expected to occur that would need 
further measures of control. 

 
 
8. LAND AND SHORELINE USE 

 
a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? 
 
The site is state-owned aquatic land that is designated as a harbor area.  The site is open 
water that has two sunken drydocks and several abandoned pilings.  The upland 
properties are Quendall Terminals (parcel 29924059002) a site which is/has been used for 
upland log storage (through August 2007) and the Port Quendall Company (parcel 
2924059015) a site which is currently vacant.  The parcel to the south of the Quendall 
Terminals property is owned by Conner Homes at Barbee Mill.  It is being developed for 
residential uses. 
 
b. Has the site been used for agriculture?  If so, describe. 
 
No. 
 
c. Describe any structures on the site. 
 
There are two dolphins located at the site.   
 
d. Will any structures be demolished?  If so, what? 
 
The drydocks are being classified as vessels rather than structures.  They are to be 

demolished.  The pilings may be removed to facilitate the drydocks removal. 
 
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? 
 
State-owned aquatic land is generally not classified using upland zoning categories.  The 
adjacent upland property is zoned Commercial/Office/Residential. 
 
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? 
 
The aquatic site is not included in any comprehensive plan designation.  The site is 
submerged state-owned aquatic land located in the City of Renton within their adjacent 
waters jurisdiction. 
 
g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? 
 
Urban. 
 
h. Has any part of the site been classified as an "environmentally sensitive" area?  If so, 

specify. 
  

This site has not been designated under King County’s Sensitive Areas Ordinance. 
 
 
i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? 
 
None. 
 
j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? 
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None. 
 
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: 
 
Does not apply. 
 
l. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land 

uses and plans, if any: 
 
This proposal will improve the navigability of Lake Washington in this area.  The project is 
compatible with the Water Resource Inventory Area (WRIA) 8 Chinook Salmon 
Conservation Plan. 
 

9. HOUSING 
 
a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any?  Indicate whether high, middle, 

or low-income housing. 
 
None, does not apply. 
 
b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated?  Indicate whether high, 

middle, or low-income housing. 
 
None, does not apply. 
 
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: 
 
Does not apply. 
 

10. AESTHETICS 
 
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the 

principal exterior building material(s) proposed. 
 
Does not apply. 
 
b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? 
 
The views of the lake would improve with the removal of the sunken drydocks. 
 
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: 
 
Does not apply.  The proposed project will increase the aesthetic quality of the site. 

 
11. LIGHT AND GLARE 

 
a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce?  What time of day would it mainly 

occur? 
 
None. 
 
b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views? 
 
No, does not apply. 
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c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? 
 
None. 
 
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: 
 
Does not apply. 
 

12. RECREATION 
 
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? 
 
Lake Washington is used for recreational boating, swimming, and fishing. 
 
b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses?  If so, describe. 
 
No.  
 
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation 

opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: 
 
This project has no negative impacts on recreation; rather the project will remove the 
sunken drydocks so the area will be safer for boaters to navigate through. 

 
13. HISTORIC AND CULTURAL PRESERVATION 

 
a. Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national state, or local 

preservation registers known to be on or next to the site?  If so, generally describe. 
 
No nearby historical sites are known. 
 
b. Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific, or 

cultural importance known to be on or next to the site. 
 
None known. 
 
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any: 
 
Not applicable. 
 

14. TRANSPORTATION 
 
a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access to the 

existing street system.  Show on site plans, if any. 
 
The proposed project area is located in Lake Washington.   
 
b. Is site currently served by public transit?  If not, what is the approximate distance to the 

nearest transit stop? 
 
Does not apply.   
 
c. How many parking spaces would the completed project have?  How many would the 

project eliminate? 
 
Does not apply. 
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d. Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing roads or 

streets, not including driveways?  If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or 
private? 

 
No. 
 
e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation?  

If so, generally describe. 
 
No. 
 
f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project?  If 

known, indicate when peak volumes would occur. 
 
Unknown at this time.  Any increased traffic would only last the duration of the project.   
 
g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: 
 
None, the current use of this site would be ending shortly before WDNR begins to use the 

site so the overall traffic may not change. 
 

15. PUBLIC SERVICES 
 

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example:  fire 
protection, police protection, health care, schools, other)?  If so, generally describe. 

 
No. 

 
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. 
 
Does not apply. 
 

16. UTILITIES 
 
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, 

telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other. 
  
No utilities are located at the aquatic site.   
 
b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and 

the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be 
needed. 

 
No utilities are proposed for this project. 

 
C. SIGNATURE 

 
I, the undersigned, state that to the best of my knowledge the above information is true and 
complete.  It is understood that the lead agency may withdraw any declaration of non-significance 
that it might issue in reliance upon this checklist should there be any willful misrepresentation or 
willful lack of full disclosure on my part. 
 
 
Proponent: __________________________________ 
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Name Printed: __________________________________ 
 
Date:  __________________________________ 
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D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEETS FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS 
 

(These sheets should only be used for actions involving decisions on policies, plans and 
programs.  You do not need to fill out these sheets for project actions.) 
 
Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with the 
list of the elements of the environment. 
 
When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities 
likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than 
if the proposal were not implemented.  Respond briefly and in general terms. 
 

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, 
storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise? 

 
 
 
   Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are: 
 
 
 
2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life? 
 
 
 
   Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are: 
 
 
 
3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources? 
 
 
 
  Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are: 
 
 
 
4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas 

designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, 
wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, 
wetlands, flood plains, or prime farmlands? 

 
 
 
  Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are: 
 
 
 
5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow 

or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans? 
 
 
 
  Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are: 
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6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and 
utilities? 

 
 

 
  Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are: 
 
 
 
7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or 

requirements for the protection of the environment. 
 
 
 
 
 SIGNATURE 
 
 I, the undersigned, state that to the best of my knowledge the above information is true and 

complete.  It is understood that the lead agency may withdraw any declaration of non-significance 
that it might issue in reliance upon this checklist should there be any willful misrepresentation or 
willful lack of full disclosure on my part. 

 
 Proponent: __________________________________ 
 
 Name Printed: __________________________________ 
 
 Date:        
 
ENVCHLST.DOC 
REVISED  6/98 
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Base Scope of Work for Dry Docks A/E Contract                                                                                              Page 1 of 3 
DNR Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
October 22nd 2007 

BASE SCOPE OF WORK FOR 
LAKE WASHINGTON DRY DOCKS A/E CONTRACT 

 
The Contractor will provide design and permitting services related to removal and disposal of 
two sunken dry docks in Lake Washington.   
 
The Contractor shall develop a Detailed Scope of Work (SoW), Plan of Work (PoW) and Cost 
Proposal, as further detailed below, which will be examined and authorized by DNR before 
work begins.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal shall provide a detailed breakdown of the work 
within the Contract.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal will place this detailed breakdown into 
two main Phases: 
 
Phase I  Consideration of Removal and Disposal Alternatives 

a) Onsite—at the Quendall Terminals adjacent upland site 
b) Offsite—at a ship deconstruction facility 

 
The consideration will provide a critical path analysis of the viability, relative risk and 
relative cost, at the distinct stages of the removal and disposal process for each of the 
Alternatives.  Consideration must examine risks and costs as bounded by the existing 
Fish Window constraint—in order to be a viable option, it must be possible to complete 
the Alternative within the allotted time frame.  Analysis stages will include, but not 
necessarily be limited to, or in the order of, those shown in Table 1.   
 

# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

1 Permit acquisition for this Alternative. Permit acquisition for this Alternative. 
2 Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 

and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 
and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

3 Preparation of vessels for raising. Preparation of vessels for raising. 
4 Raising of vessels. Raising of vessels. 
5 --  Preparation of vessels for long haul tow, 

maintaining as floating for interim period, if 
required. 

6 Transport of vessels to shore, maintaining 
as floating for interim period nearshore, if 
required. 

Transportation (tow/other) of vessels to 
deconstruction facility, maintaining as 
floating for interim period, if required.  (e.g. 
if raising and facility receiving timeframes 
do not dovetail.) 

7 Negotiation and execution of Agreements 
for use of Quendall facility within 
timeframe. 

Ship deconstruction facility availability 
within timeframe. 

8 Transfer of vessels onto shore. Transfer of vessels into facility. 
9 (Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 

of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
(Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 
of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
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Base Scope of Work for Dry Docks A/E Contract                                                                                              Page 2 of 3 
DNR Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
October 22nd 2007 

# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

10 Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

11 Deconstruction. Deconstruction. 
12 Disposal of materials. Disposal of materials. 

Table 1.  Stages for Critical Path Analysis of Risks and Cost 
 
At the end of Phase I work, the Contractor will meet with DNR and present the Critical 
Path Analysis, along with a recommendation on the most appropriate Alternative—
Onsite or Offsite.  DNR will take this under advisement and make a final decision on 
which Alternative will be used.  At that time, the Contractor will then begin Phase II of 
the work, as detailed below. 

 
It is hoped that Phase I will be a short-duration study.  DNR suggests that the primary 
critical path question is the availability of an offsite deconstruction facility. 
 
 

Phase II Develop BMPs and Obtain all Permits for the Removal and Disposal 
Contractor will acquire all necessary permits for the removal and disposal of the dry 
docks, per the Alternative chosen in Phase I.  This will include, but not be limited to: 
 
• Developing an executable plan for preparing and raising the dry docks, transferring 

them to deconstruction site, removing the abrasive sandblast grit and preparing the 
shore site for deconstruction activities.  The plan must have sufficient detail to 
obtain regulatory permits and EPA approval and meet the property owner’s 
requirements for the use of the deconstruction site.  The plan shall include details on 
ways to reduce spreading of contaminated grit from the dry docks to surrounding 
environment.  If the Onsite Alternative is chosen, and the plan includes any 
regrading of the shoreline area, the plan must also include returning the area to its 
existing topography unless Quendall Terminals and DNR otherwise agree in 
writing. 

• Preparing and executing a baseline lake sediment and upland soil sampling plan for 
abrasive sand blast grit metals for the haul out area and demolition area.  (Note that 
EPA plans to sample for grit around the sunken dry docks themselves.)   

• Building on the existing JARPA and SEPA documentation to apply for, and obtain, 
all the permits necessary for executing the dry docks’ raising and transfer to 
deconstruction facility.  This will include any Ecology permits relating to site water 
runoff.  It will also include development of Best Management Practices, and or 
conditions, related to these permits. 

 
Permits include, but might not be limited to: 
• US Army Corps Nationwide Permit 22,  
• NPDES one-time permit,  
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Base Scope of Work for Dry Docks A/E Contract                                                                                              Page 3 of 3 
DNR Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
October 22nd 2007 

• shoreline exemption,  
• Hydraulic Project Approval  
• Gaining Ecology 401 water quality certification, if the conditions on the 

Nationwide Permit have not been accepted by the Corps by the time the permit 
is needed. 

• Gaining EPA approval for raising and transfer of vessels.   
• Preparing specifications for the public works removal and disposal contract 

including: 
o A plan for mud management on site, as needed for Ecology permits or 

SEPA 
o A site safety plan  

• The Contractor will not be required to obtain any asbestos abatement or 
demolition permits; this will be done by the public works contractor selected for 
the actual removal and disposal work.  
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Background information for SOQ for drydocks A/E contract 
September 6, 2007 
Melissa Montgomery 
 
The two wooden drydocks are located in Lake Washington, southeast of Mercer Island 
off of the Quendall Terminals property at 4503 Lake Washington Blvd (King County tax 
parcel 2924059002) within the aquatic jurisdiction of Renton.  The more southerly of the 
drydocks sunk in December 2005, the other in December 2006; both protrude above the 
lake surface.  The drydocks are each 200’ long at waterline plus 24’ aprons on each end 
and 66’ wide.  They are constructed primarily of treated and non-treated wood.  The 
drydocks were formerly used on Lake Union in the shipbuilding industry.  Abrasive 
sandblast grit that is high in heavy metals is embedded in some of the wood; unknown 
quantities of the grit are also located between decks.  The drydocks are sunken on an area 
that is part of a CERCLA site cleanup.   The southern drydock has extensive damage to 
its southern wall that may affect its ability to be raised whole.  The northern drydock has 
damage from hitting some pilings as it sunk.  DNR hired Global Diving & Salvage to 
conduct a video survey of the vessels in December 2006 after the major windstorm.  
Copies of the video are available on request. 
 
The adjacent property was formerly a creosote manufacturing facility.  The aquatic 
sediments in the area are known to be contaminated with PAHs but the extent of the 
contamination in the immediate vicinity of the drydocks is unknown.  If EPA does not 
sample the area, the winning contractor may be required to develop & execute a basic 
sampling plan to determine what may be disturbed by the raising of the drydocks.  EPA 
approval will be required to raise the drydocks. 
 
Preliminary discussions with area regulators indicate that they will allow the drydocks to 
be demolished on the adjacent upland property at Quendall Terminals depending on the 
specifics of the plan.  DNR is currently negotiating a land use agreement with Quendall 
Terminals.  Water access to the site will be limited to an area on the south end of the 
property adjacent to the Barbee Mill development.  Use of this site will require a mud 
management plan and a barrier between the soil and the demolition area to contain any 
contaminated sand blast grit and may include additional requirements based on DNR’s 
agreement with Quendall Terminals. The shore approach is shallow and contractor will 
be required to come up with a feasible plan to move the drydocks from water to land. 
 
The City of Renton will likely waive a demolition permit and will provide a Shoreline 
Exemption when it is applied for.  The raising of the vessels falls under Army Corps 
Nationwide Permit 22.  Because new nationwide permits came out in 2007 and the Dept. 
of Ecology’s conditions on those permits have not been set yet, the contractor may need 
to obtain a 401 Water Quality Cert. An HPA will be required. 
 
Attachments: 
Map 1—general location of drydocks shown by red rectangles.  Many of the pilings 
depicted have since been removed. 
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Draft SEPA checklist.  
Draft JARPA 
May 2006 assessment of the materials on board by REUSE consultants. 
 

DNR-005040



Questions for A/E Drydock A/E contract interviews 
October 8, 2007 
 

1. How many state contracts have you or members of your team done in the last 
year? Did the project results meet the anticipated timeline and budgeting?  

2. Describe two of your past projects, public or private, that are most similar to this 
one. How have your past projects prepared you for this project? Are the same core 
team members who were on the last project proposed for this one as well? 

3. What unique challenges do you see at this site?  How would you propose 
addressing them? 

4. How would you characterize your relationships with regulators in King County? 
Describe your experience with unique permitting situations.  Describe your 
experience working with federal regulators, especially the EPA and Corps of 
Engineers. How have you coordinated work with tribal fisheries or natural 
resource staff? 

5. When it comes to developing cost estimates for public works-type projects, how 
close have your cost estimates been?  What are the significant variables on this 
site which could have the greatest impact on the removal and disposal budget? 
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Date_________________

Program______________

                   A/E CONTRACT “VARIABLES” SHEET

This whole packet is given to you to make it easier to choose which type of A/E contract to use and to let Barbara know.  Please fill out the
first page, send it in, and we’ll get on it.  Thanks.

Choose One:

________            LUMP

3. Payment:  DNR shall pay the A/E up to but not to exceed ___________________________________________________________

Dollars _________________________ Cents ($____________________) for the performance of the work specified under this contract in the
A/E’s proposal, which is made a part of this contract.  Monthly payments will be based on the services completed as of the first day of each month.

________            TIME AND MATERIALS CONTRACT - Use this paragraph instead:

3. Payment:  DNR shall pay the A/E for time and materials up to but not to exceed
_____________________________________________________

Dollars ___________________________ Cents ($__________________) for the performance of the work specified under this contract as per the
hourly rates in the A/E’s proposal (Attachment B), which is made a part of this contract.  Monthly payments will be based on the services
completed as of the first day of each month.

_________            MACC CONTRACT

_____ Payment clauses changed

_____ Delete paragraph 10, Hold Harmless, of the A/E contract

_____ Delete paragraph 11, Nondiscrimination, of the A/E contract

_____ Delete paragraph 13, Jurisdiction/Venue, of the A/E contract

_____ Delete paragraph 14, Insurance Requirements, of the A/E contract

_____ Don’t forget to add Attachment A, “Conditions of the Agreement”

Payment: DNR shall pay the A/E an estimated ___________ ($____) for the performance of the work specified under this contract.  This estimate
is based on 12.61% of the Maximum Allowable Construction Cost (MACC) of $______________, plus fees for extra services for new
construction, and _____% of the MACC of $_____________, plus fees for extra services for remodel construction.  The A/E’s actual fee shall be
based on 12.61% of the actual construction cost (ACC), plus any fees for extra services for new construction, and 12.61% of the ACC, plus any
fees for extra services for remodel construction.  Monthly payments will be based on the services completed as of the first day of each month.  Fees
for additional work requested by the DNR authorized Project Coordinator shall be in writing prior to executing the requested work.  No payment
for extra services shall be made unless such extra services are approved in writing by the DNR Project Coordinator and are under addendum or
amendment to this contract prior to the performance of those services.  Up to award of the construction contract, the fee paid for basic services
through the bidding phase shall be 75% times the 12.61% of the MACC for new construction and 12.61% of the MACC for remodel construction. 
The payment for services for each task up to award of the construction contract shall be:

                  New Construction

Basic Services

Schematic Design 14% of 12.61% of MACC

Design Development 21% of 12.61% of MACC

Construction Documents 38% of 12.61% of MACC

Bidding Phase   2% of 12.61% of MACC
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Subtotal 75% of 12.61% of MACC

Construction 24% of 12.61% of MACC

Completion   1% of 12.61% of MACC

Subtotal 25% of 12.61% of MACC

                  Remodel Construction

Basic Services

Schematic Design 14% of 12.61% of MACC

Design Development 21% of 12.61% of MACC

Construction Documents 38% of 12.61% of MACC

Bidding Phase   2% of 12.61% of MACC

Subtotal 75% of 12.61% of MACC

Construction 24% of 12.61% of MACC

Completion   1% of 12.61% of MACC

Subtotal 25% of 12.61% of MACC

The A/E will receive a lump sum payment of $____________ ($______) in lieu of the standard MACC percentage
allowances for program review as an extra service.

Upon award of the construction contract, a correction to the fees paid to the A/E shall be made.  This correction shall be based on 75% of 12.61%
of the accepted bid construction cost (minus payments made to the A/E) for new construction, and 75% of 12.61% of the accepted bid construction
cost (minus payments made to the A/E) for remodel construction.

Additive bid alternates will be designed and included in the construction documents at the same fee basis as the basic service.  At the completion of
the bidding phase, the portion of the fees paid for developing the additive bid alternates shall be 75% times the A/E fee.  Bid alternates drawn or
specified by the A/E at the direction of DNR and included in the construction contract award will become part of the basic services.  Bid alternates
drawn or specified by the A/E at the direction of DNR and not included in the construction contract award shall be considered an increase in scope
of this contract and shall be reimbursable to the A/E based on 75% of the basic fee percentage times the bid for those bid alternates by the
Contractor to whom the contract is awarded.

Payments made during construction shall be made in proportion to the gross progress payment to the Contractor.  No deduction shall be made from
the A/E’s compensation on account of penalties, liquidated damages, or other sums withheld from the Contractor through no fault of the A/E.

The A/E’s fee for preparation of Contractor Change Orders shall be determined as a percentage, consisting of the
original A/E fee divided by the original construction contract amount times the Contractor’s cost of the Change
Order (A/E Fee X Contractor’s cost of the change order/original construction contract cost).

The A/E will receive no fee for preparation of Contractor Change Orders arising out or resulting from A/E errors
and/or omissions in any document prepared by or under the authorization of the A/E pursuant to this contract.

Rev. 5/24/99

A/E CONTRACT NO. AE ________

____________________________________________________________________

(name of contract)

STATE OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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ENGINEERING DIVISION

ARCHITECTURAL/ENGINEERING CONTRACT

THIS CONTRACT is made and entered into by and between the STATE OF WASHINGTON, DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL
RESOURCES, Engineering Division, hereinafter referred to as "DNR," and _______________________________________,                
                                                (A/E firm name)

____________________________________________________________________.

(street address, city, state, zip code

hereinafter referred to as  "the A/E" for the express purposes of this contract.

WITNESSETH: That in consideration of the terms and conditions contained herein the parties hereto covenant and
agree as follows:

1.            Objectives:  The objectives of this contract are for the A/E to _______________

________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________

as described in the attached scope of contracted services (Attachment A), which is made a part of this contract.

2.            Effective Date and Duration:  This contract shall take effect on the date signed by DNR and shall terminate with a written notice of
acceptance by DNR after the contract terms have been completed no later than ____________________.

3.            Payment:

[FROM VARIABLE SHEET]

Final payment shall be made after satisfactory completion of the work by the A/E as specified under this contract, DNR has accepted the work, and
the A/E has submitted a properly executed voucher in accordance with Chapter 43.88 RCW and applicable regulations adopted by the Office of
Financial Management. 

4.         Costs:  All costs to implement the scope of work contained herein, including cost for travel, accommodations, supplies, telephone, and other
equipment/services will be paid by the A/E.

5.            Termination:  DNR reserves the right to terminate this contract by written notice at any time if DNR determines that the A/E is not
performing in accordance with this contract.  Upon termination, DNR may, at its election, retain all materials and analyses completed to the date of
termination, which shall be the property of DNR.  DNR shall make a fair and reasonable payment to the A/E based on work done to the time of
termination.  In no event will payment be made for work performed or expenses incurred following the date of termination.

6.            Authorized Project Coordinators: 

For the State of Washington - Project Coordinator: _____________________, Department of Natural Resources, Engineering Division, P.O. Box
47030, Olympia, WA  98504-7030, (360) 902 _______.  Copies of all reports, billings and other notices under this contract shall be sent to
_____________ at the above address.

For the A/E - Project Coordinator: _______________________________________,

(name)

___________________________________________________________________

(A/E firm name, street address, city, state, zip code)

(_____)_____________________   phone

DNR-005044



Date_________________

file:///F|/...e%205-30-14/QuendallTerminals/3b/AE%20bid%20process/004-AE%20contract%20variables%20sheet%20Date%2011-8-07.htm[6/19/2014 3:22:37 PM]

(_____)_____________________   FAX

7.            Independent A/E:  The A/E is an independent A/E and is not an employee or agent of the State of Washington.

8.            Registration:  The A/E is registered with the Department of Revenue, General Administration Building, Olympia, Washington  98504.

9.            Assignability:  This contract is not assignable, in whole or in part, without the written consent of DNR.

10.       Hold Harmless and Indemnification:   To the fullest extent permitted by law, A/E shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless DNR, its
officials, agents and employees, from and against all claims arising out of or resulting from the performance of the contract.  “Claim” as used in this
agreement means any financial loss, claim, suit, action, damage, or expense, including but not limited to attorneys’ fees, attributable for bodily
injury, sickness, disease or death, or injury to or destruction of tangible property including loss of use resulting therefrom.  A/E’s obligation to
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless includes any claim by A/E’s agents, employees, representatives, or any subcontractor or its employees.  A/E
expressly agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless DNR for any claim arising out of or incident to A/E’s or any subcontractor’s
performance or failure to perform the contract. A/E shall be required to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless DNR only to the extent claim is
caused in whole or in part by negligent acts or omissions of A/E. A/E waives its immunity under Title 51 RCW to the extent it is required to
indemnify, defend and hold harmless DNR and its officials, agents or employees.

11.            Nondiscrimination:  There shall be no discrimination against any person employed under this contract or against any applications for
such employment because of race, creed, color, national origin, sex, marital status, age, disability (sensory, mental or physical), disabled or
Vietnam Era Veteran status, or sexual orientation.

12.            Compliance With Law:  The A/E shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws and regulations.

13.            Jurisdiction/Venue:  This contract shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington, and the
venue of any action brought hereunder shall be in the Superior Court of Thurston County.

14.       Book, Record and Document Access:  The A/E shall maintain detailed records relating to charges made and expenses incurred for the
performance of the work required under this contract.  DNR shall have, during the period of this contract and for three (3) years thereafter, access
to the books, records and documents of the A/E that are directly pertinent to performance of this contract for the purposes of making audits,
examinations, excerpts and transcripts.  Care must be taken to accurately charge to each individual item only costs associated with the particular
item.  The A/E agrees to maintain all research notes and records while performing their duties under this contract.  Any drawings or written
material prepared for or submitted to DNR shall become the property of DNR.  All property rights, including publication in any reports or
documentation produced by the A/E in connection with work done under this contract, shall vest in DNR.  The A/E shall not publish any results of
the contract work without advance written permission of DNR.

15.            Insurance Requirements

A.            Evidence of Insurance

A/E must furnish evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance satisfactory to DNR, executed by a duly authorized representative
of each insurer showing compliance with the insurance requirements set forth below.  The Certificate of Insurance must reference DNR’s name and
project number.  A/E must provide proof of coverage before commencing work under this Contract.

B.           Cancellation

The Certificate(s) of Insurance must provide 45 days written notice to DNR before the cancellation, nonrenewal, or material change of any
insurance coverage included therein.  Notices must be sent to DNR.

C.            Additional Requirements

1. All policies, except professional liability and worker’s compensation, must name DNR as an additional insured.

2. All insurance policy(ies), except professional liability and worker’s compensation, must include Other Insurance provisions that state A/E’s
policy provides primary insurance coverage.

3. All insurance policies, except professional liability, must provide liability coverage on an occurrence basis unless otherwise specified in this
Contract.

4. Policies must be issued by an insurer admitted and licensed by the Insurance Commissioner to do business in the State of Washington.  Excess
of “surplus lines” carriers must be approved in advance by the Risk Manager (or other authorized representative) of DNR.  All insurers must have a
Best’s rating of A-VI or better.
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D. Breach of Contract

Failure by A/E to maintain or show evidence of insurance or comply with any of the provisions in this contract is a material breach of contract. 
Upon breach of contract, DNR may, at its discretion, cancel or suspend the Contract, or purchase insurance equivalent to the Minimum Coverage
Requirements.

All monies paid by DNR on behalf of A/E shall be repaid to DNR on demand.  DNR, at its discretion, may offset the cost of any insurance
premiums paid for A/E with any monies due A/E by DNR.

E. Minimum Coverage Requirements

The Minimum Coverage Requirements set forth the minimum limits of insurance the A/E may purchase to enter a contract with DNR.  These
limits may not be sufficient to cover all liability losses and related claim settlement expenses.  Purchase of these minimum limits of coverage does
not relieve A/E from liability for losses and settlement expenses greater than these amounts.  DNR shall not be charged for the cost for insurance
coverage(s) greater than those listed in the Minimum Coverage Requirements without prior approval by DNR.

During the term of the Contract, A/E must purchase and maintain the insurance coverages and limits specified
below:

1. Commercial General Liability (CGL) Insurance.  A/E must purchase and maintain CGL on an Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CG 00 01,
or equivalent form, covering liability arising from premises, operations, independent contractors, personal injury, products completed operations,
and liability assumed under an insured contract.  Such insurance must be provided on an occurrence basis.  Insurance must include liability
coverage with limits not less than those specified below:

Description

General Aggregate Limits                                       $1,000,000

  (other than products-completed operations)

Products-Completed Operations Limit                 $1,000,000

Personal and Advertising Injury Limit                               $1,000,000

Fire Damage Limit (any one fire)                              $     50,000

Medical Expense Limit (any one person)                        $       5,000

2. Professional Liability Insurance is required if services delivered pursuant to this contract, either directly or indirectly, involve or require
providing professional services.  Such coverage shall cover injury or loss resulting from A/E’s rendering or failing to render professional services. 
A/E shall maintain minimum limits no less than $1 million per incident, loss, or person, as applicable.  If defense costs are paid within the limit of
liability, A/E shall maintain limits of $2 million per incident, loss, or person, as applicable.  If this policy contains a general aggregate or policy
limit, it shall be at least two times the incident, loss or person limit.

If professional liability insurance is written on a “claims-made” basis, the policy shall provide full coverage for prior acts or include a retroactive
date that precedes the effective date of this contract.  A/E agrees to disclose the existence and natural of any “laser beam” endorsement that applies
to any liability insurance policy purchased in accord with this contract.  A/E is required to buy professional liability insurance for a period of 24
months after completion of this contract.  This requirement may be satisfied by the continuous purchase of commercial insurance of an extended
reporting period.

3. Worker's Compensation Coverage - A/E will at all times comply with all applicable workers' compensation, occupational disease, and
occupational health and safety laws, statutes, and regulations to the full extent applicable.  Such workers' compensation and occupational disease
requirements shall include coverage for all employees of A/E, and for all employees of any  subcontract retained by A/E, suffering bodily injury
(including death) by accident or disease, which arises out of or in connection with the performance  of the Contract.  Satisfaction of these
requirements shall include, but shall not be limited to:

i. Full participation in any required governmental occupational injury and/or disease insurance program, to the extent participation in such program
is mandatory in any jurisdiction;

ii. Purchase of workers' compensation and occupational disease insurance providing benefits to employees in full compliance with all applicable
laws, statutes, and regulations, but only to the extent such coverage is not provided under a mandatory government program as in i. above; and/or

iii. Maintenance of a legally permitted and governmentally approved program of self insurance for workers' compensation and occupational
disease.
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Except to the extent prohibited by law, the program of A/E's compliance with workers' compensation and
occupational disease laws, statutes, and regulations in i., ii. and/or iii. above shall provide for a full waiver of rights
of subrogation against the DNR, its directors, officers, and employees.

If DNR incurs fines or is required by law to provide coverage or benefits due to failure by A/E, or any subcontractor retained by A/E, to effect or
maintain a program of compliance with applicable workers’ compensation, occupational disease, and occupational health and safety laws, statutes,
and regulations, A/E must indemnify DNR for all benefits, costs and fines.  Amounts owed to DNR by A/E pursuant to any such indemnity may
not be deducted from any payments owed by DNR to A/E for performance of this Contract.

4. Employers Liability (Stop Gap) Insurance.  A/E must purchase and maintain Employers Liability or “Stop Gap” Insurance to include liability
coverage with limits not less than those specified below.  A/E waives immunity under Title 51 RCW to the extent required by this clause. 
Insurance must include liability coverage with limits not less than those specified below:

Each Employee            Policy Limit

Description             By Accident            By Disease                       By Disease

Bodily Injury            $1,000,000            $1,000,000                  $1,000,000

5. Business Auto Policy (BAP) Insurance (Required for all Contracts).  If services delivered pursuant to this Contract involve the use of vehicles or
the transportation of clients, A/E must purchase and maintain a BAP on an Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CA 00 01, or equivalent form. 
The Description of Covered Autos must include one or more of the following:

“Any Auto” (Symbol 1), or one or more of the following alternatives, as applicable:

- If A/E-owned personal vehicles are used, the BAP must cover “DNR Autos Only” (Symbol 2).

- If A/E hires autos, the BAP must cover “Hired Autos Only” (Symbol 8).

- If A/E employee’s vehicles are used, the BAP must cover “Nonowned Autos Only” (Symbol 9).

Such insurance must be provided on an occurrence basis.  The BAP insurance must include liability coverage with limits not less than those
specified below.

Description                                                          Each Accident

Bodily Injury and Property Damage                       $1,000,000

16.       Entire Contract:  This contract sets forth in full the entire contract of the parties in relation to the subject matter, and may be waived,
changed, modified or amended only by written contract amendments executed by both parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, DNR and the A/E have executed this contract on the dates written below.

________________________                                      STATE OF WASHINGTON

(A/E Firm Name)                                                               DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

By:_____________________________                     By:___________________________________

     James A. Hurst, Manager

Title:____________________________                         Engineering Division

Date:____________________________                    Date:  ________________________________

Federal I. D. No. ___________________________

UBI No.__________________________________

Have you or any of your employees working on this project been a State employee?  ___________(Yes/No)  If yes, with

what department, position name and termination date:__________________________
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______________________________________________________________________.

Are you an A/E requiring a 1099-Misc. form for the IRS?  ___________(Yes/No). 

If you answer "No" to this question, we will assume that you are not an independent A/E but are providing these services as part of your 
employment with a corporation.

THIS FORM HAS BEEN APPROVED BY THE WASHINGTON STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE,
SEPTEMBER 1991.
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BASE SCOPE OF WORK FOR 
LAKE WASHINGTON DRY DOCKS A/E CONTRACT 

 
The Contractor will provide design and permitting services related to removal and disposal of 
two sunken dry docks in Lake Washington.   
 
The Contractor shall develop a Detailed Scope of Work (SoW), Plan of Work (PoW) and Cost 
Proposal, as further detailed below, which will be examined and authorized by DNR before 
work begins.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal shall provide a detailed breakdown of the work 
within the Contract.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal will place this detailed breakdown into 
two main Phases: 
 
Phase I  Consideration of Removal and Disposal Alternatives 

a) Onsite—at the Quendall Terminals adjacent upland site 
b) Offsite—at a ship deconstruction facility 

 
The consideration will provide a critical path analysis of the viability, relative risk and 
relative cost, at the distinct stages of the removal and disposal process for each of the 
Alternatives.  Consideration must examine risks and costs as bounded by the existing 
Fish Window constraint—in order to be a viable option, it must be possible to complete 
the Alternative within the allotted time frame.  Analysis stages will include, but not 
necessarily be limited to, or in the order of, those shown in Table 1.   
 

# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

1 Permit acquisition for this Alternative. Permit acquisition for this Alternative. 
2 Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 

and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 
and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

3 Preparation of vessels for raising. Preparation of vessels for raising. 
4 Raising of vessels. Raising of vessels. 
5 --  Preparation of vessels for long haul tow, 

maintaining as floating for interim period, if 
required. 

6 Transport of vessels to shore, maintaining 
as floating for interim period nearshore, if 
required. 

Transportation (tow/other) of vessels to 
deconstruction facility, maintaining as 
floating for interim period, if required.  (e.g. 
if raising and facility receiving timeframes 
do not dovetail.) 

7 Negotiation and execution of Agreements 
for use of Quendall facility within 
timeframe. 

Ship deconstruction facility availability 
within timeframe. 

8 Transfer of vessels onto shore. Transfer of vessels into facility. 
9 (Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 

of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
(Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 
of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
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# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

10 Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

11 Deconstruction. Deconstruction. 
12 Disposal of materials. Disposal of materials. 

Table 1.  Stages for Critical Path Analysis of Risks and Cost 
 
At the end of Phase I work, the Contractor will meet with DNR and present the Critical 
Path Analysis, along with a recommendation on the most appropriate Alternative—
Onsite or Offsite.  DNR will take this under advisement and make a final decision on 
which Alternative will be used.  At that time, the Contractor will then begin Phase II of 
the work, as detailed below. 

 
It is hoped that Phase I will be a short-duration study.  DNR suggests that the primary 
critical path question is the availability of an offsite deconstruction facility. 
 
 

Phase II Develop BMPs and Obtain all Permits for the Removal and Disposal 
Contractor will acquire all necessary permits for the removal and disposal of the dry 
docks, per the Alternative chosen in Phase I.  This will include, but not be limited to: 
 
• Developing an executable plan for preparing and raising the dry docks, transferring 

them to deconstruction site, removing the abrasive sandblast grit and preparing the 
shore site for deconstruction activities.  The plan must have sufficient detail to 
obtain regulatory permits and EPA approval and meet the property owner’s 
requirements for the use of the deconstruction site.  The plan shall include details on 
ways to reduce spreading of contaminated grit from the dry docks to surrounding 
environment.  If the Onsite Alternative is chosen, and the plan includes any 
regrading of the shoreline area, the plan must also include returning the area to its 
existing topography unless Quendall Terminals and DNR otherwise agree in 
writing. 

• Preparing and executing a baseline lake sediment and upland soil sampling plan for 
abrasive sand blast grit metals for the haul out area and demolition area.  (Note that 
EPA plans to sample for grit around the sunken dry docks themselves.)   

• Building on the existing JARPA and SEPA documentation to apply for, and obtain, 
all the permits necessary for executing the dry docks’ raising and transfer to 
deconstruction facility.  This will include any Ecology permits relating to site water 
runoff.  It will also include development of Best Management Practices, and or 
conditions, related to these permits. 

 
Permits include, but might not be limited to: 
• US Army Corps Nationwide Permit 22,  
• NPDES one-time permit,  
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• Shoreline exemption,  
• Hydraulic Project Approval  
• Gaining Ecology 401 water quality certification, if the conditions on the 

Nationwide Permit have not been accepted by the Corps by the time the permit 
is needed. 

• Gaining EPA approval for raising and transfer of vessels.   
• US Coast Guard tow plan, if Offsite Alternative is chosen. 
• Preparing specifications for the public works removal and disposal contract 

including: 
o A plan for mud management on site, as needed for Ecology permits or 

SEPA 
o A site safety plan  

• The Contractor will not be required to obtain any asbestos abatement or 
demolition permits; this will be done by the public works contractor selected for 
the actual removal and disposal work.  
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BASE SCOPE OF WORK FOR 
LAKE WASHINGTON DRY DOCKS A/E CONTRACT 

 
The Contractor will provide design and permitting services related to removal and disposal of 
two sunken dry docks in Lake Washington.   
 
The Contractor shall develop a Detailed Scope of Work (SoW), Plan of Work (PoW) and Cost 
Proposal, as further detailed below, which will be examined and authorized by DNR before 
work begins.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal shall provide a detailed breakdown of the work 
within the Contract.  The SoW, PoW and Cost Proposal will place this detailed breakdown into 
two main Phases: 
 
Phase I  Consideration of Removal and Disposal Alternatives 

a) Onsite—at the Quendall Terminals adjacent upland site 
b) Offsite—at a ship deconstruction facility 

 
The consideration will provide a critical path analysis of the viability, relative risk and 
relative cost, at the distinct stages of the removal and disposal process for each of the 
Alternatives.  Consideration must examine risks and costs as bounded by the existing 
Fish Window constraint—in order to be a viable option, it must be possible to complete 
the Alternative within the allotted time frame.  Analysis stages will include, but not 
necessarily be limited to, or in the order of, those shown in Table 1.   
 

# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

1 Permit acquisition for this Alternative. Permit acquisition for this Alternative. 
2 Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 

and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

Hazardous and dangerous material sampling 
and analysis of lake sediment (and vessel 
structures*).   

3 Preparation of vessels for raising. Preparation of vessels for raising. 
4 Raising of vessels. Raising of vessels. 
5 --  Preparation of vessels for long haul tow, 

maintaining as floating for interim period, if 
required. 

6 Transport of vessels to shore, maintaining 
as floating for interim period nearshore, if 
required. 

Transportation (tow/other) of vessels to 
deconstruction facility, maintaining as 
floating for interim period, if required.  (e.g. 
if raising and facility receiving timeframes 
do not dovetail.) 

7 Negotiation and execution of Agreements 
for use of Quendall facility within 
timeframe. 

Ship deconstruction facility availability 
within timeframe. 

8 Transfer of vessels onto shore. Transfer of vessels into facility. 
9 (Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 

of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
(Hazardous and dangerous materials survey 
of vessel structure.) *Either/Or 
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# Onsite Alternative  
Stages 

Offsite Alternative  
Stages 

10 Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

Specific preparation required for 
deconstruction at this site. 

11 Deconstruction. Deconstruction. 
12 Disposal of materials. Disposal of materials. 

Table 1.  Stages for Critical Path Analysis of Risks and Cost 
 
At the end of Phase I work, the Contractor will meet with DNR and present the Critical 
Path Analysis, along with a recommendation on the most appropriate Alternative—
Onsite or Offsite.  DNR will take this under advisement and make a final decision on 
which Alternative will be used.  At that time, the Contractor will then begin Phase II of 
the work, as detailed below. 

 
It is hoped that Phase I will be a short-duration study.  DNR suggests that the primary 
critical path question is the availability of an offsite deconstruction facility. 
 
 

Phase II Develop BMPs and Obtain all Permits for the Removal and Disposal 
Contractor will acquire all necessary permits for the removal and disposal of the dry 
docks, per the Alternative chosen in Phase I.  This will include, but not be limited to: 
 
• Developing an executable plan for preparing and raising the dry docks, transferring 

them to deconstruction site, removing the abrasive sandblast grit and preparing the 
shore site for deconstruction activities.  The plan must have sufficient detail to 
obtain regulatory permits and EPA approval and meet the property owner’s 
requirements for the use of the deconstruction site.  The plan shall include details on 
ways to reduce spreading of contaminated grit from the dry docks to surrounding 
environment.  If the Onsite Alternative is chosen, and the plan includes any 
regrading of the shoreline area, the plan must also include returning the area to its 
existing topography unless Quendall Terminals and DNR otherwise agree in 
writing. 

• Preparing and executing a baseline lake sediment and upland soil sampling plan for 
abrasive sand blast grit metals for the haul out area and demolition area.  (Note that 
EPA plans to sample for grit around the sunken dry docks themselves.)   

• Building on the existing JARPA and SEPA documentation to apply for, and obtain, 
all the permits necessary for executing the dry docks’ raising and transfer to 
deconstruction facility.  This will include any Ecology permits relating to site water 
runoff.  It will also include development of Best Management Practices, and or 
conditions, related to these permits. 

 
Permits include, but might not be limited to: 
• US Army Corps Nationwide Permit 22,  
• NPDES one-time permit,  
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• Shoreline exemption,  
• Hydraulic Project Approval  
• Gaining Ecology 401 water quality certification, if the conditions on the 

Nationwide Permit have not been accepted by the Corps by the time the permit 
is needed. 

• Gaining EPA approval for raising and transfer of vessels.   
• US Coast Guard tow plan, if Offsite Alternative is chosen. 
• Preparing specifications for the public works removal and disposal contract 

including: 
o A plan for mud management on site, as needed for Ecology permits or 

SEPA 
o A site safety plan  

• The Contractor will not be required to obtain any asbestos abatement or 
demolition permits; this will be done by the public works contractor selected for 
the actual removal and disposal work.  
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State of Washington 
Department of Natural Resources 

Engineering Evaluations of Qualifications Form 
 
 
Project Name:_Drydocks Permitting & Design_________________________________________                                                                         
 
Engineering Firm:  ____________________________________ 
 
Date of Evaluation: ____________________________________ 
 

Criteria Score 
 (0 = no experience)  

(10 = very high) 

Weight (%) Weighted Score 

Experience with 
CERCLA sites 

 15%  

Ability to Develop 
Accurate Cost 
Estimates for the 
Public Works piece 

 10%  

Experience with large 
vessel deconstruction 
& disposal 

 35%  

Experience with 
engineering projects 
in the nearshore 
environment 

 20%  

Familiarity with local 
site conditions 

 5%  

Experience with 
regulatory permitting  

 15%  

 
 
      Total Score: ______________________ 
 

Reviewer’s Name: __________________________ 
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Request for Statements of Qualifications 
 

 
The WA Dept. of Natural Resources is currently accepting Statements of 
Qualifications for the design and permitting of a derelict vessel removal project 
on Lake Washington.  Contractor will develop a plan, develop BMPs and obtain 
all permits for the removal and disposal of two sunken drydocks located in Lake 
Washington, southeast of Mercer Island, offshore from 4503 Lake Washington 
Blvd.  The drydocks are sunken on a CERCLA site.  DNR anticipates that the 
plan will include raising the drydocks; testing and removal of the abrasive 
sandblast grit; transferring the vessels onto the adjacent property, which is also a 
part of a CERCLA site; and demolishing them, and disposal or reuse of the 
materials.The drydocks have been sunken since December 2005 and 2006, 
respectively; both protrude above the lake surface.  The wood pontoon bases are 
approx. 200’ x 66’.  Abrasive sandblast grit that is high in heavy metals is 
embedded in some of the wood; unknown quantities of the grit are also located 
between decks.   
 
DNR will provide prospective Contractor with drafts of the JARPA and SEPA 
checklist, materials testing results, some materials reuse options, and a dive video 
from vessel inspection.  Preliminary discussions with the regulatory agencies have 
occurred.  Required permits include but are not limited to US Army Corps 
Nationwide Permit 22, NPDES waiver, shoreline exemption, HPA & may include 
Ecology 401 water quality cert: additionally project will require EPA approval.   
 
SOQs must be received by 2:00 pm on September 25, 2007, at: 
 
Department of Natural Resources 
Engineering Division  (Sandra Swenson) 
1111 Washington St SE  
PO Box 47030 
Olympia WA 98504 

            (360 902-1159 
 Sandra.swenson@dnr.wa.gov   
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NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO 
OBTAIN CUSTODY 

In accorda.n£e with RCW 79.100, the 
floating dry dock number #6, in Lake 
Washington, with no Washington reg
istration number, has been declared 
derelict and abandoned because it 
meets the definition of both derelict 
and abandoned vessel as described in 
RCW 79.100.010 (1). Waebington 
Department of Natural Resources, 
acting as an authorized public entity 
with the authority granted in RCW 
79.100, intenda to take CUBtody of the 
above named vessel on March 10, 
2006. Once we obtain custody of the 
vessel, we are authorized to use or dis
pose of it in any appropriate and envi
ronmentally sound manner without 
further notice to the owner. In order 
for the owner to retain custody of the 
vessel, the owner must obtain authori
zation to moor or anchor the vessel in 
ita current location, move it to an 
anchorage area or moorage facility 
that has authorized the vessel, or 
remove the vessel from the water. If 
the owner wishes to redeem the vessel 
once Waehington Department of 
Natural Resources has taken custody, 
the owner must commence a lawsuit 
to conteet Waehington Department of 
Natural Resources' decision to obtain 
custody of the vessel, or the amount of 
reimbursement owed, in the superior 
court of the county in which the vessel 
was located. The lawsuit must be com
menced within twenty days of losing 
CUBtody or the owner's right to a hear
ing is waived and the owner will be 
liable for any costs owed to Washing
too Department of Natural Resourcea. 
The costs the owner may be liable for 
include, but are not limited to, costs 
incurred exercising the authority 
granted in RCW 79.100.030, all 
administrative costs incurred by the 
authorized poblic entity during 
the procedure set forth in RCW 
79.100.040, removal and disposal 
costs, and costs associated with envi
ronmental damages directly or indi
rectly caused by the vessel. 

For more information regarding this 
aetion, cootact Waehington 

Department of Natural Resources, 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 

(360) 902-1100 
Published in the King County Journal 
Fehruary 25 ' 2006. #848772 



 
 
 
February 8, 2006 
 
Mr. William Hames  
4411 48th Ave SW 
Seattle, WA 98116 

Dear Mr. Hames: 

In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 79.100, the floating dry dock 
believed to be in your ownership and located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal 
site in Renton, has been declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of 
both a derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).   
 
The vessel is poorly moored to a deteriorated dolphin on state-owned aquatic lands in 
Lake Washington.  Its inspection ports are open and the ballast tanks are filling with 
rainwater.  A second dry dock of similar configuration and material alongside it has sunk.  
The floating dry dock is exposed to a long fetch and has already broken moorage lines 
and pulled a cleat from its upper wing wall during a windstorm on January 31, 2006.  The 
vessel poses a threat to navigation and may pose an extreme threat to human health and 
safety.  If the remaining moorings break, the dry dock would drift and could collide with 
the abutments on the I-90 bridge between Mercer Island and the mainland.  In addition, it 
poses a threat to the environment in the event it should sink in place.   The sediments in 
the vicinity are contaminated and the area is a designated EPA superfund site.   This 
declaration is necessary to initiate immediate intervention to abate the threats posed by 
the vessel.   
 
The Department of Natural Resources can act as Authorized Public Entity with primary 
responsibility in this case, using its authority granted under RCW 79.100, with jurisdiction 
over the state’s navigable waterways, in hand with RCW 79.100 authorization to remove 
derelict/abandoned vessels on/over aquatic lands.  This removal is conducted as an emergency 
pursuant to RCW 79.100.040(3).  The DVRP prioritization checklist has identified the vessel 
as (1B), which constitutes imminent danger of sinking or breaking up and posing a threat to 
human health and safety and the environment; it also poses a potential threat to navigation.  In 
order to mitigate these risks, the vessel must be secured as quickly as possible.   The vessel is 
located on state-owned aquatic lands.   
 
This shall also serve as formal notice of intent to obtain custody of the floating dry dock.  
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends 
to take formal and full custody of the above-referenced vessel on March 13, 2006.  Once DNR 
obtains custody of the vessel, it is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and 
environmentally sound manner without further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must pay the costs associated with its 
securing, and provide DNR with proof that you have obtained a contractor to tow the vessel to 
a legal boat moorage/storage location.  You must also provide proof of current registration and 
that you have secured a legal moorage/storage location to which the vessel will be removed. 
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If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit 
to contest DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of 
reimbursement owed by you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located at the time of custody.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or your right to a hearing is waived and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst 
exercising the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR 
during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused 
by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 
(360) 902-1100. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
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March 13, 2006 
 
Elwood Latta 
12231 3rd Avenue NW 
Seattle, WA 98177 
 
Joseph Williams 
Attorney-at-Law 
7545 15th Avenue NW 
Seattle, WA 98117 

Dear Mr. Latta: 

Upon information, you are believed to be the owner of or have an ownership interest in two floating dry 
docks located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal site near Renton.  DNR acknowledges 
that you deny any interest in the dry docks.  However, because you have been identified as a 
potential owner, we will continue to provide you notice on this matter until such time that 
ownership issues are finally resolved.  In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 
79.100, the second (identified as #7) of the floating dry docks has been declared derelict and abandoned 
because it meets the definition of both a derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 
79.100.010 (1).   
 
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends to take 
custody of the above-referenced vessel on April 15, 2006.  Once DNR obtains custody of the vessel, it 
is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and environmentally sound manner without 
further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must raise the vessel off state-owned lands, obtain 
authorization to moor or anchor the vessel in its current location, move it to an anchorage area or 
moorage facility that has authorized the vessel, or remove the vessel from the water. 
 
If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit to contest 
DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of reimbursement owed by 
you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was located at the time of custody.  The 
lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing custody or your right to a hearing is waived 
and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst exercising 
the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR during the 
procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and disposal costs, and costs 
associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at (360) 902-
1100. 
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Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
 

DNR-005061



 
 
 
February 8, 2006 
 
Mr. William Hames  
4411 48th Ave SW 
Seattle, WA 98116 

Dear Mr. Hames: 

Upon information, you are believed to be the owner of or have an ownership interest in two 
floating dry docks located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal site near Renton.  
In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 79.100, one of the floating dry docks 
has been declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both a derelict and 
abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).   
 
The vessel is poorly moored to a deteriorated dolphin on state-owned aquatic lands in 
Lake Washington.  Its inspection ports are open and the ballast tanks are filling with 
rainwater.  A second dry dock of similar configuration and material alongside it has sunk.  
The floating dry dock is exposed to a long fetch and has already broken moorage lines 
and pulled a cleat from its upper wing wall during a windstorm on January 31, 2006.  The 
vessel poses a threat to navigation and may pose an extreme threat to human health and 
safety.  If the remaining moorings break, the dry dock would drift and could collide with 
the abutments on the I-90 bridge between Mercer Island and the mainland.  In addition, it 
poses a threat to the environment in the event it should sink in place.   The sediments in 
the vicinity are contaminated and the area is a designated EPA superfund site.   This 
declaration is necessary to initiate immediate intervention to abate the threats posed by 
the vessel.   
 
The Department of Natural Resources can act as Authorized Public Entity with primary 
responsibility in this case, using its authority granted under RCW 79.100, with jurisdiction 
over the state’s navigable waterways, in hand with RCW 79.100 authorization to remove 
derelict/abandoned vessels on/over aquatic lands.  This removal is conducted as an emergency 
pursuant to RCW 79.100.040(3).  The DVRP prioritization checklist has identified the vessel 
as (1B), which constitutes imminent danger of sinking or breaking up and posing a threat to 
human health and safety and the environment; it also poses a potential threat to navigation.  In 
order to mitigate these risks, the vessel must be secured as quickly as possible.   The vessel is 
located on state-owned aquatic lands.   
 
On Friday, February 3rd, under RCW 79.100.040 DNR took emergency measures.  This letter 
shall serve as notice of that action.  DNR contracted to have the floating dry dock cabled and 
chained to the sunken dry dock thereby securing it and abating the threat posed if it broke 
moorage.  DNR also contracted to have the ballast tanks dewatered and the inspection ports 
closed, thereby minimizing the threat that the vessel would sink.   
 
This shall also serve as formal notice of intent to obtain custody of the floating dry dock.  
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends 
to take formal and full custody of the above-referenced vessel on March 10, 2006.  Once DNR 
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obtains custody of the vessel, it is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and 
environmentally sound manner without further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must pay the costs associated with its 
securing and stabilization, and provide DNR with proof that you have obtained a contractor to 
tow the vessel to a legal boat moorage/storage location.  You must also provide proof of 
current registration and that you have secured a legal moorage/storage location to which the 
vessel will be removed. 
 
If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit 
to contest DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of 
reimbursement owed by you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located at the time of custody.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or your right to a hearing is waived and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst 
exercising the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR 
during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused 
by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 
(360) 902-1100. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
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February 8, 2006 
 
Mr. William Hames  
4411 48th Ave SW 
Seattle, WA 98116 

Dear Mr. Hames: 

Upon information, you are believed to be the owner of or have an ownership interest in two 
floating dry docks located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal site near Renton.  
In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 79.100, one of the floating dry docks 
has been declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both a derelict and 
abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).   
 
The vessel is poorly moored to a deteriorated dolphin on state-owned aquatic lands in 
Lake Washington.  Its inspection ports are open and the ballast tanks are filling with 
rainwater.  A second dry dock of similar configuration and material alongside it has sunk.  
The floating dry dock is exposed to a long fetch and has already broken moorage lines 
and pulled a cleat from its upper wing wall during a windstorm on January 31, 2006.  The 
vessel poses a threat to navigation and may pose an extreme threat to human health and 
safety.  If the remaining moorings break, the dry dock would drift and could collide with 
the abutments on the I-90 bridge between Mercer Island and the mainland.  In addition, it 
poses a threat to the environment in the event it should sink in place.   The sediments in 
the vicinity are contaminated and the area is a designated EPA superfund site.   This 
declaration is necessary to initiate immediate intervention to abate the threats posed by 
the vessel.   
 
The Department of Natural Resources can act as Authorized Public Entity with primary 
responsibility in this case, using its authority granted under RCW 79.100, with jurisdiction 
over the state’s navigable waterways, in hand with RCW 79.100 authorization to remove 
derelict/abandoned vessels on/over aquatic lands.  This removal is conducted as an emergency 
pursuant to RCW 79.100.040(3).  The DVRP prioritization checklist has identified the vessel 
as (1B), which constitutes imminent danger of sinking or breaking up and posing a threat to 
human health and safety and the environment; it also poses a potential threat to navigation.  In 
order to mitigate these risks, the vessel must be secured as quickly as possible.   The vessel is 
located on state-owned aquatic lands.   
 
On Friday, February 3rd, under RCW 79.100.040 DNR took emergency measures.  This letter 
shall serve as notice of that action.  DNR contracted to have the floating dry dock cabled and 
chained to the sunken dry dock thereby securing it and abating the threat posed if it broke 
moorage.  DNR also contracted to have the ballast tanks dewatered and the inspection ports 
closed, thereby minimizing the threat that the vessel would sink.   
 
This shall also serve as formal notice of intent to obtain custody of the floating dry dock.  
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends 
to take formal and full custody of the above-referenced vessel on March 10, 2006.  Once DNR 
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obtains custody of the vessel, it is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and 
environmentally sound manner without further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must pay the costs associated with its 
securing and stabilization, and provide DNR with proof that you have obtained a contractor to 
tow the vessel to a legal boat moorage/storage location.  You must also provide proof of 
current registration and that you have secured a legal moorage/storage location to which the 
vessel will be removed. 
 
If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit 
to contest DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of 
reimbursement owed by you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located at the time of custody.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or your right to a hearing is waived and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst 
exercising the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR 
during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused 
by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 
(360) 902-1100. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
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March 13, 2006 
 
Lake Union Dry Dock Company 
1515 Fairview Avenue East 
Seattle, WA  98102 

Dear Mr. Francis: 

 
Upon information, Lake Union Dry Dock Company  is believed to be the owner of or have an 
ownership interest in two floating dry docks located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal 
site near Renton.  DNR acknowledges that Lake Union Drydock Company denies any interest in 
the dry docks.  However, because Lake Union Drydock Company has been identified as a 
potential owner, we will continue to provide you notice on this matter until such time that 
ownership issues are finally resolved.  In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 
79.100, the second (identified as #7) of the floating dry docks has been declared derelict and abandoned 
because it meets the definition of both a derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 
79.100.010 (1).   
 
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends to take 
custody of the above-referenced vessel on April 15, 2006.  Once DNR obtains custody of the vessel, it 
is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and environmentally sound manner without 
further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must raise the vessel off state-owned lands, obtain 
authorization to moor or anchor the vessel in its current location, move it to an anchorage area or 
moorage facility that has authorized the vessel, or remove the vessel from the water. 
 
If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit to contest 
DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of reimbursement owed by 
you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was located at the time of custody.  The 
lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing custody or your right to a hearing is waived 
and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst exercising 
the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR during the 
procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and disposal costs, and costs 
associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at (360) 902-
1100. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
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February 8, 2006 
 
Lake Union Dry Dock Company 
1515 Fairview Avenue East 
Seattle, WA  98102 

Dear Mr. Francis: 

Upon information, you are believed to be the owner of or have an ownership interest in two 
floating dry docks located in Lake Washington, near the Quendall Terminal site near Renton.  
In accordance with RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 79.100, one of the floating dry docks 
has been declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both a derelict and 
abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).   
 
The vessel is poorly moored to a deteriorated dolphin on state-owned aquatic lands in 
Lake Washington.  Its inspection ports are open and the ballast tanks are filling with 
rainwater.  A second dry dock of similar configuration and material alongside it has sunk.  
The floating dry dock is exposed to a long fetch and has already broken moorage lines 
and pulled a cleat from its upper wing wall during a windstorm on January 31, 2006.  The 
vessel poses a threat to navigation and may pose an extreme threat to human health and 
safety.  If the remaining moorings break, the dry dock would drift and could collide with 
the abutments on the I-90 bridge between Mercer Island and the mainland.  In addition, it 
poses a threat to the environment in the event it should sink in place.   The sediments in 
the vicinity are contaminated and the area is a designated EPA superfund site.   This 
declaration is necessary to initiate immediate intervention to abate the threats posed by 
the vessel.   
 
The Department of Natural Resources can act as Authorized Public Entity with primary 
responsibility in this case, using its authority granted under RCW 79.100, with jurisdiction 
over the state’s navigable waterways, in hand with RCW 79.100 authorization to remove 
derelict/abandoned vessels on/over aquatic lands.  This removal is conducted as an emergency 
pursuant to RCW 79.100.040(3).  The DVRP prioritization checklist has identified the vessel 
as (1B), which constitutes imminent danger of sinking or breaking up and posing a threat to 
human health and safety and the environment; it also poses a potential threat to navigation.  In 
order to mitigate these risks, the vessel must be secured as quickly as possible.   The vessel is 
located on state-owned aquatic lands.   
 
On Friday, February 3rd, under RCW 79.100.040 DNR took emergency measures.  This letter 
shall serve as notice of that action.  DNR contracted to have the floating dry dock cabled and 
chained to the sunken dry dock thereby securing it and abating the threat posed if it broke 
moorage.  DNR also contracted to have the ballast tanks dewatered and the inspection ports 
closed, thereby minimizing the threat that the vessel would sink.   
 
This shall also serve as formal notice of intent to obtain custody of the floating dry dock.  
DNR, acting as an authorized public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends 
to take formal and full custody of the above-referenced vessel on March 10, 2006.  Once DNR 
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obtains custody of the vessel, it is authorized to use or dispose of it in any appropriate and 
environmentally sound manner without further notice to you. 
 
In order for you to retain custody of the vessel, you must pay the costs associated with its 
securing and stabilization, and provide DNR with proof that you have obtained a contractor to 
tow the vessel to a legal boat moorage/storage location.  You must also provide proof of 
current registration and that you have secured a legal moorage/storage location to which the 
vessel will be removed. 
 
If you wish to redeem the vessel once DNR has taken custody, you must commence a lawsuit 
to contest DNR’s decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or to dispute the amount of 
reimbursement owed by you, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located at the time of custody.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or your right to a hearing is waived and you will be liable for any costs owed to DNR. 
 
The costs you may be liable for include, but are not limited to, costs incurred by DNR whilst 
exercising the authority granted in RCW 79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by DNR 
during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040 and RCW 79.100.050, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly or indirectly caused 
by the vessel. 
 
For more information regarding this action, contact the Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 
(360) 902-1100. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick Mraz, Program Coordinator 
Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
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NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO OBTAIN CUSTODY 
 

In accordance with RCW 79.100, the floating dry dock number #6, in 
Lake Washington, with no Washington registration number, has been 
declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both 
derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).  
Washington Department of Natural Resources, acting as an authorized 
public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends to take 
custody of the above named vessel on March 10, 2006.  Once we obtain 
custody of the vessel, we are authorized to use or dispose of it in any 
appropriate and environmentally sound manner without further notice to 
the owner.  In order for the owner to retain custody of the vessel, the 
owner must obtain authorization to moor or anchor the vessel in its 
current location, move it to an anchorage area or moorage facility that 
has authorized the vessel, or remove the vessel from the water.  If the 
owner wishes to redeem the vessel once Washington Department of 
Natural Resources has taken custody, the owner must commence a 
lawsuit to contest Washington Department of Natural Resources’ 
decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or the amount of reimbursement 
owed, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or the owner’s right to a hearing is waived and the owner will be 
liable for any costs owed to Washington Department of Natural 
Resources.  The costs the owner may be liable for include, but are not 
limited to, costs incurred exercising the authority granted in RCW 
79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by the authorized public 
entity during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly 
or indirectly caused by the vessel. 
 

For more information regarding this action, contact Washington 
Department of Natural Resources, Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 

(360) 902-1100 
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NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO OBTAIN CUSTODY 
 

In accordance with RCW 79.100, the floating dry dock number #7, sunk 
in Lake Washington, with no Washington registration number, has been 
declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both 
derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).  
Washington Department of Natural Resources, acting as an authorized 
public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends to take 
custody of the above named vessel on April 14, 2006.  Once we obtain 
custody of the vessel, we are authorized to use or dispose of it in any 
appropriate and environmentally sound manner without further notice to 
the owner.  In order for the owner to retain custody of the vessel, the 
owner must obtain authorization to moor or anchor the vessel in its 
current location, move it to an anchorage area or moorage facility that 
has authorized the vessel, or remove the vessel from the water.  If the 
owner wishes to redeem the vessel once Washington Department of 
Natural Resources has taken custody, the owner must commence a 
lawsuit to contest Washington Department of Natural Resources’ 
decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or the amount of reimbursement 
owed, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or the owner’s right to a hearing is waived and the owner will be 
liable for any costs owed to Washington Department of Natural 
Resources.  The costs the owner may be liable for include, but are not 
limited to, costs incurred exercising the authority granted in RCW 
79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by the authorized public 
entity during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly 
or indirectly caused by the vessel. 
 

For more information regarding this action, contact Washington 
Department of Natural Resources, Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 

(360) 902-1100 
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NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO OBTAIN CUSTODY 
 

In accordance with RCW 79.100, the floating dry dock number #7, sunk 
in Lake Washington, with no Washington registration number, has been 
declared derelict and abandoned because it meets the definition of both 
derelict and abandoned vessel as described in RCW 79.100.010 (1).  
Washington Department of Natural Resources, acting as an authorized 
public entity with the authority granted in RCW 79.100, intends to take 
custody of the above named vessel on April 15, 2006.  Once we obtain 
custody of the vessel, we are authorized to use or dispose of it in any 
appropriate and environmentally sound manner without further notice to 
the owner.  In order for the owner to retain custody of the vessel, the 
owner must obtain authorization to moor or anchor the vessel in its 
current location, move it to an anchorage area or moorage facility that 
has authorized the vessel, or remove the vessel from the water.  If the 
owner wishes to redeem the vessel once Washington Department of 
Natural Resources has taken custody, the owner must commence a 
lawsuit to contest Washington Department of Natural Resources’ 
decision to obtain custody of the vessel, or the amount of reimbursement 
owed, in the superior court of the county in which the vessel was 
located.  The lawsuit must be commenced within twenty days of losing 
custody or the owner’s right to a hearing is waived and the owner will be 
liable for any costs owed to Washington Department of Natural 
Resources.  The costs the owner may be liable for include, but are not 
limited to, costs incurred exercising the authority granted in RCW 
79.100.030, all administrative costs incurred by the authorized public 
entity during the procedure set forth in RCW 79.100.040, removal and 
disposal costs, and costs associated with environmental damages directly 
or indirectly caused by the vessel. 
 

For more information regarding this action, contact Washington 
Department of Natural Resources, Derelict Vessel Removal Program at 

(360) 902-1100 
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 Vessels Not Yet Completed 158 
 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 1A TH06-005 Kopcakoe 185 Gallagher Cove, Totten Inlet DNR 
 1B JF07-004 unnamed fishing boat WN 117 SUN 30 Fisherman's Bay, Coyle, Jefferson Jefferson County    Co. Environmental Health 
 1B JF07-007 blue trimaran WN 6155 RH  40 Mats Mats Bay  (decal 281401) 
 1B SJ06-012 Fishhawk 208316 75 Mud Bay, Lopez I. 
 1B SJ07-004 unknown orange Renell unknown 15 Shipyard Cove, Friday Harbor,   Orcas Island 
 1C KP04-009 Oblio None 50 Eagle Harbor, Pritchard Park  City of Bainbridge Island  Wyckoff Superfund site 
 1C KP06-014 Gulliver WN 2556 NJ 37 Eagle Harbor 
 1C KP07-002 Mauricette's wood boat WN 8910 JC 30 Eagle Harbor City of Bainbridge 
 1C SJ05-021 Donna Dept of  28 West of Port Marina, San Juan   Fisheries #980 Island near UW rocks 
 1C SJ06-010 (Red/white cruiser) WN 9843L 25 Hunter Bay, previously Mud Bay,  San Juan County  Lopez I. 
 1C SJ07-006 unknown sailboat WN 6423 RN  30 Friday Harbor, Orcas Island  (registration  
 1C SN06-009 Unknown red hull unknown 20 Snohomish Estuary mainstem in   Everett, near left bank (looking  
 1D PI07-003 Rissa WN 1364 V 22 Filucy Bay, Pierce County 
 2A KP07-013 Kuhela 38 near Kingston Marina, Kingston,  Kitsap County  Kitsap County 
 2A PI07-002 Dessi Tiff WN 2279 NC 38 Gig Harbor 
 2B IS06-002 The Dock none-never  35 Deception Pass State Park, Cornet  Washington State Parks &   registered Bay Marine Area Recreation 
 2B JF07-006 unnamed sailboat Fisherman's Bay, Coyle, Jefferson Jefferson County    Co. Environmental Health 
 2B KI05-007a Drydock #6 (north) none 200 Lk. Washington, Renton DNR has custody 
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 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 2B KI05-007b Drydock #7 (south) none 200 Lk. Washington, Renton DNR has custody 
 2B KI07-003 unk sunken sailboat unk 22 Dockton Park, Quartermaster   Harbor 
 2B KI07-008 unk wreck, power boat  35 Quartermaster Harbor, Maury   (green star) Island @ Dockton 
 2B KP06-012 Windjammer WN 7082 NN 65 Eagle Harbor, Bainbridge I City of Bainbridge Island 
 2B KP06-027 Skookum WN 1362 NT 30 Mouth of Seabeck Bay 
 2B KP07-003 Sativa WN 7412 JB 24 Eagle Harbor City of Bainbridge 
 2B KP07-009 Davis boat WN 1465Z 25 Eagle Harbor, Bainbridge Island City of Bainbridge Island 
 2B PI06-006 WN 7838 JJ 16 North of Chambers Bay, Pierce  Pierce County Public Works  County 
 2B SG06-002 unknown (sunken) unknown 32 Burrow's Bay, Fidalgo Island,   Anacortes 
 2B SJ06-026 unknown white cement  none 50 Drifting in Friday Harbor, San Juan  San Juan County  hull Is 
 2B SJ07-011 WN 6620 JF 27 Horseshoe Bay, San Juan Island 
 2B TH05-002 Third Sea 71 Budd Inlet 
 2B TH07-002 unnamed partial WN 679 DS 15 Lake St. Clair, Thurston County 
 3A KP05-002 unknown 22 Phinney Bay 
 3A KP05-005 KED/Fletcher J 152 Port Washington Narrows DNR has custody 
 3A PA06-004 Krestine 110 at city dock pier 
 3A SJ07-001 Shelly Marie WN 3480 B 32 Mouth of Fisherman's Bay, Lopez  San Juan County  Island 
 3A SN06-008 unknown barge 100 Snohomish River, between I-5 and   Hwy 2 bridges, on river left going  
 3A SN06-011 Unknown fishing vessel 75 Deadwater Slough 
 3B KI05-001 Cactus 180 Maury Island Aquatic Reserve 
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 3B KP06-033 Big Water 22 8095 Seaview Ave, Indianola WA   98342 (Key Peninsula south of  
 3B WC05-003 Unknown sailboat unknown 25 near old pier south (?)  of Padden   Marine dock, Port of Bellingham 
 3C PI07-001 McRae oyster barge unknown 0 Purdy Spit, Burley Lagoon 
 3E JF07-008 unmarked white Chris  30 Hadlock Bay @ Chimicum Creek   Craft fairliner (South of Kala Point) 
 3E KI07-002 unk federal way 0 Federal Way 
 3E KP06-013 Holcomb boat WN 7398 F 15 Aquatic Conservancy, South side  City of Bainbridge Island  of Murden Cove, Bainbridge I. 
 3E TH07-001 Port of Oly boat unk 28 Port of Olympia Port of Olympia 
 4A JF06-003 WN 2412 JF 35 Port Ludlow Bay (beyond the   marina toward end of bay) 
 4A KP07-012 Nordvag 1124099 60 Sinclair Inlet off Thompson's Pile  Kitsap County  Driving,  Bremerton 
 4A SG05-002 Wandering Star 122192 40 Swinomish Channel north of  SR 20   bridge, Anacortes area 
 4B CM04-001 Unk liveaboard 40 Sequim Bay - South of Marina 
 4B CZ04-001 Unknown (not visible) Not visible--ends 22 Coal Creek Slough, Cowlitz Co.    in Y (Off Hwy 4, mile post #52 in a  
 4B GH03-001 Northern Retriever D243385 186 Rennie Island, Grays Harbor 
 4B JF06-002 Joss unk 35 Port Ludlow Bay (beyond the   marina toward end of bay) 
 4B KP03-002 Tyee (Sandra Foss) 85 Bainbridge Island 
 4B KP04-010 WN-5566RA 35 Phinney Bay 
 4B MA06-002 Unknown WN 4205A 31 Rose Point, Hood Canal along the   south shore, west of Belfair.   
 4B PI05-001 unknown sail unknown 30 Vaughn Bay 
 4B PI05-005 unknown sailboat 35  Home, Van Geldern Cove, just   south of boat ramp at 8th and "A"  
 4B SG06-001 unknown none 50 1/4 mi. south of Hat Island 
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 4B SJ05-008 Alliance WN 279AU 26 Fisherman's Bay, Lopez island,  San Juan County  (previously SW of Port Marina,  
 4B SJ06-008 White Launch (ornate  WN6726JF 40 China Cove, Friday Harbor, SJ  windows) 
 4B SJ06-028 WN 2036 RL 22 Neck Point, Shaw Island 
 4B SJ06-031 David P. Flemming unknown 79 Barlow Bay, Lopez Island San Juan County 
 4B SJ07-003 Brandt vessel WN2848 NF 27 Shipyard Cove, Friday Harbor,   Orcas Island 
 4B SJ07-007 Unknown small sunken  not visible 20 Wescott Bay, San Juan Island  sailboat 
 4B SN05-001 Unknown steel Barge unknown 50 on NOAA charts near Port of   Everett 
 4C IS06-001 unknown Reinell 26 Holmes Harbor, Whidbey Island. 
 4C KI05-003 Unknown unknown Riverview Marina, Duwamish 
 4C SG05-003 F/V Rena Marie unknown 70 1117 Conner Way, La Conner,  Town of LaConner  98257, just South of the "Rainbow  
 4C SJ05-009 WA 3662 ND 28 SW of Port Marina, Friday Harbor 
 5 CL05-001 Unk steel pontoon float none observed 12 Fisherman's Slough, Columbia   River: S36, T3N, R1W 
 5 CL05-002 Unk wood none observed 42 Fisherman's Slough, Columbia   River: S36, T3N, R1W 
 5 CL05-003 Unk wood power none observed 30 Fisherman's Slough, Columbia   River: S36, T3N, R1W 
 5 CL05-004 Unk wood fishing none observed 24 Fisherman's Slough, Columbia   River: S36, T3N, R1W 
 5 CL05-005 Unk fiberglass none observed 22 Fisherman's Slough, Columbia   River: S36, T3N, R1W 
 5 CM06-001 Satori WN 6393V 21 Sequim Bay 
 5 CZ06-001 Unknown barge Unknown 200 Coal Creek Slough (off Columbia   R. near Longview, near Willow  
 5 GH04-001 Main branch of Hoquiam River, at   the end of Washington Ave. 
 5 GH06-001 unk. black boat Unk 30 Aberdeen, off E Market Street 
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 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 5 GH06-002 Cheryl Rose 45 Aberdeen, Wishkah River, 1111   Market street 
 5 GH07-001 Robert Gray dredge barge 80 Hoquiam River at East River   confluence, Hoquiam T18N, R10W  
 5 IS07-001 WN 8870 MA 23 Ala Spit, Whidbey Island 
 5 JF03-001 Unknown WN-1111C 26 Pleasant Harbor 
 5 JF05-002 None WN 5818A 25 Mats Mats Bay, Port Ludlow 
 5 JF05-003 Unknown Mats Mats Bay, Port Ludlow 
 5 JF05-004 None WN 4275MB 27 Mats Mats Bay,  Port Ludlow 
 5 JF06-001 unknown WA 1106A 25 North End of Mats Mats Bay, sw   1/4 of sec 33, T 29N, R1E 
 5 JF07-001 unk sail boat 0 Pleasant Harbor 
 5 JF07-003 Unk 16' skiff scraped off,  16 Lower Oak Bay, Jefferson County  maybe WN 936  
 5 KI02-001 Unknown Unknown 30 Quartermaster Harbor, off   Kingsbury Road, inner hbr off  
 5 KI05-002 Unknown Unknown 30 Riverview Marina, Duwamish River 
 5 KI05-005 Seaway -10 244509 75 South Park, Duwamish Waterway 
 5 KI07-004 unk wreck fishing boat  50 Quartermaster Harbor, west of   (blue star) Manzanita buoy 
 5 KI07-005 unk wreck, power boat  30 Quartermaster Harbor, Vashon   (red star) Island @ Magnolia Beach 
 5 KI07-006 unk wreck, power boat  30 Quartermaster Harbor, Vashon   (yellow star) Island @ Magnolia Beach 
 5 KI07-007 unk wreck, runabout  24 Quartermaster Harbor, Maury   (brown star) Island @ Dockton 
 5 KI07-009 unk wreck, sailboat (pink  35 Quartermaster Harbor, @ mouth of   star) inner QH 
 5 KI07-010 unk wreck, motor sailor  35 Quartermaster Harbor, @ mouth of   (black star) inner QH 
 5 KP02-001 Gratitude Unk 70 Port Gamble Bay, at log dump 
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 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 5 KP03-012 Pau Yueh WN 0066 LB 29 Eagle Harbor 
 5 KP03-017 445738 25 Off Erland Point in Dyes Inlet,   north of Bremerton 
 5 KP05-007 WN2665NF 30 Eagle Harbor, Bainbridge I. City of Bainbridge Island 
 5 KP05-011 WN0464Y 25 Eagle Harbor City of Bainbridge Island 
 5 KP05-013 Island Bird WN 5884 RE 50 Eagle Harbor City of Bainbridge Island 
 5 KP05-016 Unknown sailboat Port Gamble Bay 
 5 KP05-019 TR-37 (former USN  75 Sinclair Inlet, 1/4 miles North of   torpedo retriever Thompson's Landing 
 5 KP06-006 Unknown WN 8041S 30 Eagle Harbor 
 5 KP06-007 Unknown WN 6374Y 26 Ostrich Bay, Bremerton, WA, due   east of above address…mid-bay.   
 5 KP06-015 White trimaran WN8139MA 36 Eagle Harbor, Bainbridge I. City of Bainbridge Island 
 5 KP06-019 Buckets WN 9252NF 50 Eagle Harbor, Bainbridge I. City of Bainbridge Island 
 5 KP06-022 Unknown unknown 38 Pearson Point in Liberty Bay,   Poulsbo 
 5 KP06-025 Suncatcher Unknown 30 Oyster Bay north of condominiums 
 5 KP06-029 unnamed sailboat WN 8866 NE 23 Dyes Inlet 
 5 KP06-031 unknown catamaran 10 Salzbury Point, North Hood Canal 
 5 KP07-004 old foot ferry unk 0 Sinclair Inlet, Port Orchard at   mooring buoy across from Navy 
 5 KP07-005 sunken sailboat unk 0 Sinclair Inlet, Port Orchard at   mooring buoy across from Navy 
 5 KP07-006 unk1 0 Sinclair Inlet, Port Orchard at   mooring buoy across from Navy 
 5 KP07-007 Unk2 0 Sinclair Inlet, Port Orchard at   mooring buoy across from Navy 
 5 KP07-011 WN 3495 KC 21 Sinclair Inlet Port of Bremerton 
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 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 5 MA02-001 Unknown Unknown Squaxin Island 
 5 MA05-001 Escapade AK5617N 34 Chapman Cove off Sunset Road 
 5 MA06-001 Unknown WN 1171 RK 28 Aground on beach at OHWM near   Tahuya 
 5 MA07-001 WN 0008 JD 26 Hoodsport, just south of fish   hatchery 
 5 PA02-001 Unknown Unknown 100 1/2 mile upriver from Megler rest   area 
 5 PA03-001 Planeview 70 2.4 mi E of Astoria Bridge,   Columbia River 
 5 PI02-003 Unknown Commencement Bay 
 5 PI04-001 Misty Isle WN-8026E 37 Beached, Hylebos Waterway,   Tacoma 
 5 PI04-002 Houseboat 30 Filucy Bay, near Longbranch   Marina 
 5 PI06-001 Unknown WN 1535 NJ 19 Von Geldern Cove, Pierce Co. 
 5 PI06-002 Comanche 150 Head of Thea Foss Waterway,   Commencement Bay 
 5 PI06-003 Unknown WN 0327RM 55 Off of Yowkwala Restoration Site,   Commencement Bay 
 5 PI06-005 Unknown Unknown 20 Commencement Bay, Marine View   Drive (sandspit near Hylebos  
 5 SG03-001 Enchantress 118 Fidalgo Bay 
 5 SG05-001 Unknown 28 Mouth of Edison Slough 
 5 SG05-004 Unk wood power Unknown 32 Mouth of Sammish River 
 5 SJ04-014 8 Bells 60 Blind Bay, Shaw Island, San Juans 
 5 SJ04-015 Unknown 15 Blind Bay, Shaw Island, San Juans 
 5 SJ06-007 J Boat CF 2620 FF 16 South end of Mud Bay, Lopez I. 
 5 SJ06-009 Unknown, white sloop none 21 Shoal Bay, Lopez Island 
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 Priority Project_ID Vessel Name Vessel ID  Length (ft) General Location Entity Working on Removal 
 5 SJ06-013 Unknown WN 7257JF 50 Deer Harbor, Orcas I. 
 5 SJ06-014 Unknown WN 0463K 26 Mud Bay, Lopez I. 
 5 SJ07-002 Island Scaler WN 9500 NR 40 Reads Bay, Decater Island, San   Juan County 
 5 SJ07-005 unknown teal & white  WN 4434 R 24 Hunter Bay, Lopez Island  speed boat 
 5 SJ07-010 Sea Wolf unknown 40 Deer Harbor, Orcas Island 
 5 SN03-001 Heron 141 Snohomish River, Everett USCG (under other   authority, not DVRP) 
 5 SN03-004 Servant D 255409 138 Near the Seacrest Marina, north of   Everett 
 5 SN06-010 Elusive Dream 36858? 75 Steamboat Slough 
 5 SN07-002 unnamed Sabrecraft WN 2612 P 26 Port of Edmonds, abandoned in  Port of Edmonds  Marina 
 5 TH02-001 Czar Unknown 40 Hogum Bay, Nisqually Reach,   Thurston County 
 5 TH04-006 ? 8 Henderson Inlet, Olympia, 51st &   Johnson Pt. Rd. 
 5 TH04-007 WN ? 6703LE 20 Henderson Inlet, Olympia, 51st &   Johnson Pt. Rd. 
 5 TH05-001 unknown house/office  none 150 Eld Inlet off Madrona Beach Road  barge 
 5 TH06-001 Andele WN 3790X 26 Eld Inlet 
 5 TH07-003 Sea Nag WN 1485 JC 0 Olympia 
 5 WA05-001 Unknown Unknown 150 Deep River, Wahkiakum County 
 5 WC03-005 WN-8237JB 32 Fairhaven area, Port of Bellingham 
 5 WC05-008 WN 4802MB 18 Lagoon adjacent to Squalicum   waterway 
 Unk IS06-003 F/V Matika Joe 0 Saratoga Passage, Island County 
 Unk KI06-008 unk WN 2945MB 15 Vashon Is. 1 nm north of Glen Acres 
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  OFFICE OF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
Interim Business and Facility Summary  
Instructions & Template 
 

 
This document is the template for the interim business and facilities summary.  It is required for all 
agencies requesting new leases, purchases, relocation, or expansion.   
 
For more information see the Office of Financial Management’s Interim Facilities Review Process 
Section 1.4. 
 
Complete all areas of this document as thoroughly as possible. 
 
In this document, explore and summarize all of the options that have already been or will be 
considered to meet the program needs.   
 
Consider the following alternatives and document at least 3 alternatives including the alternative to 
take no action, 
 
Purchasing a Facility 
Building a Facility 
Relocating to Existing State Space (owned space or vacated leased space)* 
Leasing New Space (space not currently leased by the state) 
Expanding an Existing State Space 
Expanding an Existing Leased Space 
Renewing and Remaining in the Current Location with a Remodel 
Renewing and Remaining in the Current Location with no Remodel (required for space currently 
leased) 
No Action (required for space currently state owned) 
 
A General Administration space request should accompany this document. 
 
The completed document must be approved by the requesting Agency’s Director or his/her designee 
prior to submission. 
 
Documents and questions should be referred to:  
 

Amy McMahan  
Facilities Oversight Assistant  
Office of Financial Management  
P.O. Box 43113  
Olympia, WA 98504-3113  
(360) 902-9824 
amy.mcmahan@ofm.wa.gov 

 
*Information about existing state space can be found at https://fortress.wa.gov/ga/apps/SpaceAds/Search.aspx 
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OFM INTERIM BUSINESS AND FACILITY SUMMARY 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 

Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
May 6, 2008 

 
CURRENT LOCATION(S):  
 
Concrete Technology Corporation (“CTC”): Graving Dock facility at 1123 Port of Tacoma Road, 
Tacoma, Washington 
 
 
PROBLEM STATEMENT: 
 
DNR’s Derelict Vessel Removal Program needs a NPDES permitted facility in order to deconstruct 
derelict vessels in the Puget Sound area. CTC is a NPDES permitted facility interested in leasing their 
Graving Dock facility to DNR’s Derelict Vessel Removal Program. 
 
 
PROJECT OVERVIEW: 
 
DNR’s Derelict Vessel Removal Program needs a NPDES permitted facility that is large enough and 
capable of accommodating the deconstruction of large derelict vessels. CTC has become one of the 
only candidates capable of accommodating and interested in leasing their facility to DNR’s Derelict 
Vessel Removal Program.  
 
Under RCW 79.100, the Derelict Vessel Removal Program has obtained legal custody of 4 large 
vessels that it now needs to deconstruct. The vessels range in size at 96’, 158’, 185’, and 196’. These 
vessels are too large to be removed from the water by typical means. They require a Graving Dock, 
which allows the vessels to be floated into the facility, and set up on blocks while the water is 
discharged. Another important attribute of this site is that the CTC has a central location in Puget 
Sound where the derelict vessels scheduled for deconstruction are currently moored, allowing a cost 
savings for the program.  
 
Once the facility has been leased DNR will hire a contractor to deconstruct and dispose of the vessels 
noted above. This will all be done under strict contract and permitting guidelines. The facility will be 
returned to its prelease state after the deconstruction and disposal has occurred. 
 
 
PROJECT FUNDING 
 
This project is funded through the Derelict Vessel Removal Account. 
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PROJECT TIMELINE 
 
The current lease expiration is _______.   The proposed occupancy date is ________. 
 
Key Milestones:  
Date - Signing of the lease between DNR and CTC. 
Date – Environmental survey of the Graving Dock prior to deconstruction. 
Date – Contractor will set up containment materials per DOE approved BMP Plan. 
Date – Contractor will set up proper materials to avoid damaging floor of Graving Dock. 
Date – Contractor will deconstruct and haul off materials. 
Date – Contractor will clean up and make any repairs needed to Graving Dock. 
Date - Environmental survey of the Graving Dock after deconstruction. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE- AGENCY NEEDS  
*Attach GA Space Request-Space Planning Data Sheet 
 
DNR’s Derelict Vessel Removal Program needs the use of a Graving Dock in order to deconstruct 
large vessels that cannot otherwise be removed from the water by typical methods. 
 
 
FACILITY LOCATION 
 
The CTC facility is located in Tacoma, which is a central location for the deconstruction of the vessels 
in state custody. 
 
 
PREFERRED OPTION: 
Option 1:  SUMMARY DESCRIPTION HERE 
 
 
JUSTIFICATION/RESULTS EXPECTED: 
 
This project will accomplish the following major objectives: 
 
 Large vessels cannot be deconstructed in the water, therefore a Graving Dock is needed to 

remove them from the water so that they may be deconstructed in an environmentally sound 
manner. 

 
RISKS AND DISADVANTAGES: 
 
This project has the following risks and disadvantages:  
 
 Include possible holdover terms, increased costs, proximity issues, program challenges, etc. 
 
 
PROJECT COST PLANNING  
Summary of Ongoing Operating Costs 
Include a description of any assumptions made.   
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FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13
Square Footage Requested
Est.Lease Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Energy Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Utility Cost (W,S,G)/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Janitorial Costs/Sq Ft/Yr
Maintenance Expenses (Annual Cost)
Total -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
Total Cost Per Square Foot -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
 
 
One time costs: 
Total Infrastructure and moving costs are estimated at approximately $________.   Describe where 
these costs are expected to be expended- operating or capital. Provide details below: 
 
Estimated one time costs  
One time costs are estimated as follows: 

Estimate Costs
(=Column 2 x Column 3)

GA Fees
Construction
IT Infrastructure      
Furniture Costs      
Building Security & Access Systems      
Moving Vendor & Supplies      
Total -$                                 

Estimated Number 
of Units

Estimated 
Rate/Unit

 
 
 
OTHER OPTIONS CONSIDERED:   
 
Option 2:  SUMMARY DESCRIPTION HERE 
 
Advantages:  
 
There is no other alternative to deconstructing a large vessel. A Graving Dock is needed. 
 
 
Disadvantages: 
What disadvantages are there to this alternative? 
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PROJECT COST PLANNING  
 
Approximate Annual Costs 
 

FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13
Square Footage Requested
Est.Lease Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Energy Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Utility Cost (W,S,G)/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Janitorial Costs/Sq Ft/Yr
Maintenance Expenses (Annual Cost)
Total -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
Total Cost Per Square Foot -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
 
 
 
One Time Costs 
Estimated one time costs  
One time costs are estimated as follows: 

Estimate Costs
(=Column 2 x Column 3)

GA Fees
Construction
IT Infrastructure      
Furniture Costs      
Building Security & Access Systems      
Moving Vendor & Supplies      
Total -$                                 

Estimated Number 
of Units

Estimated 
Rate/Unit

 
 
Option 3:  SUMMARY DESCRIPTION HERE 
 
Advantages:  
 
How does this option meet your program needs and how does it compare to the preferred alternative? 
 
 
Disadvantages: 
What disadvantages are there to this alternative?  
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PROJECT COST PLANNING  
 
Approximate Annual Costs 

FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13
Square Footage Requested
Est.Lease Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Energy Cost/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Utility Cost (W,S,G)/Sq Ft/Yr
Est. Janitorial Costs/Sq Ft/Yr
Maintenance Expenses (Annual Cost)
Total -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
Total Cost Per Square Foot -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 
 
 
 
One Time Costs 
 

Estimate Costs
(=Column 2 x Column 3)

GA Fees
Construction
IT Infrastructure      
Furniture Costs      
Building Security & Access Systems      
Moving Vendor & Supplies      
Total -$                                 

Estimated Number 
of Units

Estimated 
Rate/Unit

 
 
 
 
 
 
Agency Approval: _________________________________________ 
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DNR Derelict Vessel Deconstruction Program 
 
The basic scenario being contemplated for the use of your facilities is as follows (revised from 
original submission to exclude the disposal of the Lake Washington dry docks and to just focus 
on the ships we have custody of): 
 

• Graving Dock facility would be leased for a period of 3-4 months for the deconstruction 
of the four to six steel hulled ships between 100 and 200 feet long.  The following 
Hazardous Materials that may be in or on the vessels being deconstructed at the facility: 

o For the steel hulled vessels the hazardous materials may be lead, asbestos, oily 
water, and PCB’s.  However, the intent would be to drain and clean all tanks and 
remove all accessible hazardous materials prior to arriving at your facility.  

• A DNR contractor would be responsible for the deconstruction of the vessels in the 
graving dock as well as the disposal of all the materials.  Materials will be transferred 
from graving dock directly to a barge or to trucks for off-site disposal. 

• DNR and their Contractor will indemnify the facility for Hazardous Material Risks. 
• Contaminated process and rainwater would be collected in existing facility collection 

system and transferred to holding tanks. The DNR contractor will be responsible for 
disposal of all contaminated process and rainwater collected on the dry dock while 
vessels are being deconstructed. 

• The use of your graving docking facility would provide the potential of a future 
relationship with DNR and private industry for the deconstruction of other derelict 
vessels located in the Puget Sound area. 

 
The Floyd|Snider team has the following questions based on the above scenario of derelict vessel 
deconstruction:  The blue comments were provided back by Concrete Tech and the purple are 
DNR’s response (Melissa Montgomery). 
 

1. Is your company interested in providing NPDES permitted graving dock facility to be 
used as deconstruction platform for two (2) 200-ft long by 66 ft wide x ~1600 long ton 
derelict wooden drydocks as well as 5 to 6 other steel hulled derelict vessels over a 6 to 8 
month span based on the above scenario?      
 A. Yes, but our NPDES permit is only for our concrete manufacturing operations 
and may have to be amended to add “deconstruction of derelict vessels”. Understood. We 
would have our consultant complete the NPDES amendment process.  Our use of the 
facility would need to be contingent on getting this amendment. 

2. Would your company prefer shorter, project-by-project leases in place of a longer term 
lease for multiple vessel deconstructions to provide you with greater flexibility of your 
graving dock resources?         
 A. Yes, but we may be able to accept a longer term lease if we could regain use of 
the graving dock by providing you 3-months notice. We would like a 3-4 month contract. 

3. What would your Lease Rate be for the facilities required for the vessel deconstruction? 
 A. Lease rate will be adjusted for C.P.I. Lease rate for October 2008 is projected 
to be $140,000 per month. In addition, there is a $15,000 charge (to be adjusted for 
C.P.I.) each time the graving dock gate is cycled (opened and closed). There may also be 
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costs for “before” and “after” inspections (see notes below). The contractor would pay 
separately for all utilities and any taxes. 

4. What restrictions does your facility have in terms of vessel length, beam, draft, and 
displacement?           
 A. The graving dock has a working width of 147 feet, length of 460 feet, and the 
floor is at elevation -1.0 feet MLLW. 

5. Would your company be interested in managing/subcontracting the vessel deconstruction 
work in addition to leasing the facilities?       
 A. No. 

6. Would your company be interested in performing any portions of the vessel 
deconstruction for either the wood dry docks or the steel hulled vessels?    
 A. No. 

7. Does your facility have access to the shoreside for transportation of debris from the 
graving dock to the off-site disposal facility, and if so, what restrictions do you have on 
truck traffic?           
 A. Facility has direct access to Port of Tacoma Road. CTC has no special 
restrictions on truck traffic. 

8. Can deconstruction debris be transferred from the graving dock to deck barges for off-site 
disposal?           
 A. Yes.  

9. What is the access to your graving dock facility for heavy construction equipment used 
for deconstruction?          
 A. An equipment ramp leads down to the floor of the graving dock. 

10. What limitations does the deck/floor of your graving dock facility have in terms of heavy 
construction equipment such as crawler type excavators and dump trucks?   
 A. The floor of the graving dock is a concrete slab supported by a series of piling 
and grade beams. There should be no structural problems if loads do not exceed 
allowable highway loads. Our concern is for damage to the floor (see note below). 

11. Would you allow your existing water collection, transfer & processing system to be used 
to process contaminated process and rain water from the graving dock or would you 
require that this water be temporarily stored for off-site disposal by the DNR contractor? 
 A. No. We would want the DNR contractor to have a DOE approved plan to 
properly contain and separately dispose of any process and rain water from the graving 
dock, including any dust or airborne contaminates. Understood.  We would have specs 
written requiring this as part of the bid to DNR. 

12. Timing of the deconstruction of the dry docks (and possibly other vessels in the Derelict 
Vessel program) would be during the summer to fall of 2008.  Will your facility be 
available during this timeframe?        
 A. We expect to regain use of the graving dock by the end of September, 2008. 
We are presently pursuing several floating concrete structure prospects, but do not have 
any firm contracts at this time.  

13. If your facility is not available during the summer to fall of 2008, when may it be 
available for such work?         
 A. At this time, we anticipate the graving dock will be available by the end of 
September, 2008, subject to our success in securing a contract for a floating concrete 
structure. 
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14. Do you have any questions, concerns or comments about this potential project?  
 A. Yes: 
1. Based on our past experience with vessel repair work, we need protection from 
irresponsible contractors who refuse to follow Best Management Practices and previously 
agreed upon operating rules. Our willingness to participate in this program may depend 
on your answers to the following questions: 
 a. Is there a difference between “deconstruction” and “demolition”? Yes, We 
envision the steel-hulled vessels being cut up in a controlled fashion and dismantled 
rather than using crushing/excavator type equipment.   
 
 b. Can our lease(s) be directly with DNR? Yes 
 c. Will DNR have different contractors for each separate project? We anticipate 
doing one or two large contracts—probably a bulk bid so that one contractor is working 
on 3-4 vessels.   
 d. Can Concrete Tech “preapprove” contractors who have a good reputation, or 
“exclude” contractors who do not have a good reputation?  Concrete Tech can provide 
input on contractors.  If Concrete Tech has specific valid reasons (such as past poor work 
performance or lack of BMP compliance) for not allowing a contractor on their site DNR 
will incorporate that into the decision making process.  
2. A violation of our NPDES permit could result in our entire plant operations being shut 
down. Would DNR arrange to have a full-time DOE (or other agency) inspector on site to 
monitor the contractor’s work and force compliance with Best Management Practices and 
the DOE approved plan? We would be able to arrange that if it is necessary. 
3. The graving dock must be cleared of any residual contamination before the dock can 
be reflooded and the gate cycled again. We want an environmental inspection done 
before the contractor starts deconstruction work, and after the work is completed. We 
also want a bond to guarantee that any residual contamination left from the 
deconstruction work is completely removed. Understood. I am checking on whether DNR 
can legally provide a bond.  I know that we can require one of our contractor. 
4. Our floating concrete structures are cast directly on the floor of the graving dock. 
Construction specifications and tolerances require an exceptionally smooth and level 
floor surface. We are concerned that the graving dock floor could be damaged during the 
drydocking or deconstruction process, and need to work out very specific contract criteria 
to protect the floor. For example, heavy vessels must be properly bunked over the grade 
beams to avoid depressing the floor. Heavy equipment could chip or gouge the floor, as 
could dropping heavy items on the floor. We want a bond to guarantee that any damage 
to the floor is properly repaired, and a very specific procedure (perhaps a “before” and 
“after” Civil survey?) for determining if and what floor damage had been done. DNR will 
have a consulting company write specs for the bid that the contractors must follow; we 
will work with Concrete Tech to make sure that meets their requirements. 
5. We believe that we could work on this program with the DNR on a long-term basis, 
between our floating concrete structure projects. We typically should have at least three 
months notice before we would need to begin using the graving dock. However, we want 
to include provisions for liquidated damages if the graving dock is not turned back to us 
because of our concerns that a DNR contractor might continue to occupy the graving 
dock well beyond any three month notice we might give. DNR could provide that; would 
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probably pass the liquidated damages clause onto our contractor.  For example, what is 
the risk that a government agency might shut down the contractor’s work for some 
reason? Since the activities are being conducted in a no-discharge facility and are being 
overseen by another agency the risks are relatively low.  We would work with the 
relevant regulatory agencies prior to the start of activities so that we are clear with the 
requirements and have met all of their concerns. 
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DNR Derelict Vessel Deconstruction Program 
 
The basic scenario being contemplated for the use of your facilities is as follows: 
 

• Graving Dock facility would be leased for a period of 3-4 months for the deconstruction 
of the four to six steel hulled ships between 100 and 200 feet long.  The following 
Hazardous Materials that may be in or on the vessels being deconstructed at the facility: 

o For the steel hulled vessels the hazardous materials may be lead, asbestos, oily 
water, and PCB’s.  However, the intent would be to drain and clean all tanks and 
remove all accessible hazardous materials prior to arriving at your facility.  

• A DNR contractor would be responsible for the deconstruction of the vessels in the 
graving dock as well as the disposal of all the materials.  Materials will be transferred 
from graving dock directly to a barge or to trucks for off-site disposal. 

• DNR and their Contractor will indemnify the facility for Hazardous Material Risks. 
• Contaminated process and rainwater would be collected in existing facility collection 

system and transferred to holding tanks. The DNR contractor will be responsible for 
disposal of all contaminated process and rainwater collected on the dry dock while 
vessels are being deconstructed. 

• The use of your graving docking facility would provide the potential of a future 
relationship with DNR and private industry for the deconstruction of other derelict 
vessels located in the Puget Sound area. 

 
The Floyd|Snider team has the following questions based on the above scenario of derelict vessel 
deconstruction:  The blue comments were provided back by Concrete Tech and the purple are 
DNR’s response (Melissa Montgomery). 
 

1. Is your company interested in providing NPDES permitted graving dock facility to be 
used as deconstruction platform for two (2) 200-ft long by 66 ft wide x ~1600 long ton 
derelict wooden drydocks as well as 5 to 6 other steel hulled derelict vessels over a 6 to 8 
month span based on the above scenario?      
 A. Yes, but our NPDES permit is only for our concrete manufacturing operations 
and may have to be amended to add “deconstruction of derelict vessels”. Understood. We 
would have our consultant complete the NPDES amendment process.  Our use of the 
facility would need to be contingent on getting this amendment. 

2. Would your company prefer shorter, project-by-project leases in place of a longer term 
lease for multiple vessel deconstructions to provide you with greater flexibility of your 
graving dock resources?         
 A. Yes, but we may be able to accept a longer term lease if we could regain use of 
the graving dock by providing you 3-months notice. We would like a 3-4 month contract. 

3. What would your Lease Rate be for the facilities required for the vessel deconstruction? 
 A. Lease rate will be adjusted for C.P.I. Lease rate for October 2008 is projected 
to be $140,000 per month. In addition, there is a $15,000 charge (to be adjusted for 
C.P.I.) each time the graving dock gate is cycled (opened and closed). There may also be 
costs for “before” and “after” inspections (see notes below). The contractor would pay 
separately for all utilities and any taxes. 
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4. What restrictions does your facility have in terms of vessel length, beam, draft, and 
displacement?           
 A. The graving dock has a working width of 147 feet, length of 460 feet, and the 
floor is at elevation -1.0 feet MLLW. 

5. Would your company be interested in managing/subcontracting the vessel deconstruction 
work in addition to leasing the facilities?       
 A. No. 

6. Would your company be interested in performing any portions of the vessel 
deconstruction for either the wood dry docks or the steel hulled vessels?    
 A. No. 

7. Does your facility have access to the shoreside for transportation of debris from the 
graving dock to the off-site disposal facility, and if so, what restrictions do you have on 
truck traffic?           
 A. Facility has direct access to Port of Tacoma Road. CTC has no special 
restrictions on truck traffic. 

8. Can deconstruction debris be transferred from the graving dock to deck barges for off-site 
disposal?           
 A. Yes.  

9. What is the access to your graving dock facility for heavy construction equipment used 
for deconstruction?          
 A. An equipment ramp leads down to the floor of the graving dock. 

10. What limitations does the deck/floor of your graving dock facility have in terms of heavy 
construction equipment such as crawler type excavators and dump trucks?   
 A. The floor of the graving dock is a concrete slab supported by a series of piling 
and grade beams. There should be no structural problems if loads do not exceed 
allowable highway loads. Our concern is for damage to the floor (see note below). 

11. Would you allow your existing water collection, transfer & processing system to be used 
to process contaminated process and rain water from the graving dock or would you 
require that this water be temporarily stored for off-site disposal by the DNR contractor? 
 A. No. We would want the DNR contractor to have a DOE approved plan to 
properly contain and separately dispose of any process and rain water from the graving 
dock, including any dust or airborne contaminates. Understood.  We would have specs 
written requiring this as part of the bid to DNR. 

12. Timing of the deconstruction of the dry docks (and possibly other vessels in the Derelict 
Vessel program) would be during the summer to fall of 2008.  Will your facility be 
available during this timeframe?        
 A. We expect to regain use of the graving dock by the end of September, 2008. 
We are presently pursuing several floating concrete structure prospects, but do not have 
any firm contracts at this time.  

13. If your facility is not available during the summer to fall of 2008, when may it be 
available for such work?         
 A. At this time, we anticipate the graving dock will be available by the end of 
September, 2008, subject to our success in securing a contract for a floating concrete 
structure. 

14. Do you have any questions, concerns or comments about this potential project?  
 A. Yes: 
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1. Based on our past experience with vessel repair work, we need protection from 
irresponsible contractors who refuse to follow Best Management Practices and previously 
agreed upon operating rules. Our willingness to participate in this program may depend 
on your answers to the following questions: 
 a. Is there a difference between “deconstruction” and “demolition”? Yes, We 
envision the steel-hulled vessels being cut up in a controlled fashion and dismantled 
rather than using crushing/excavator type equipment.   
 
 b. Can our lease(s) be directly with DNR? Yes 
 c. Will DNR have different contractors for each separate project? We anticipate 
doing one or two large contracts—probably a bulk bid so that one contractor is working 
on 3-4 vessels.   
 d. Can Concrete Tech “preapprove” contractors who have a good reputation, or 
“exclude” contractors who do not have a good reputation?  Concrete Tech can provide 
input on contractors.  If Concrete Tech has specific valid reasons (such as past poor work 
performance) for not allowing a contractor on their site DNR will incorporate that into 
the decision making process.  
2. A violation of our NPDES permit could result in our entire plant operations being shut 
down. Would DNR arrange to have a full-time DOE (or other agency) inspector on site to 
monitor the contractor’s work and force compliance with Best Management Practices and 
the DOE approved plan? We would be able to arrange that if it is necessary. 
3. The graving dock must be cleared of any residual contamination before the dock can 
be reflooded and the gate cycled again. We want an environmental inspection done 
before the contractor starts deconstruction work, and after the work is completed. We 
also want a bond to guarantee that any residual contamination left from the 
deconstruction work is completely removed. Understood. I am checking on whether DNR 
can legally provide a bond.  I know that we can require one of our contractor. 
4. Our floating concrete structures are cast directly on the floor of the graving dock. 
Construction specifications and tolerances require an exceptionally smooth and level 
floor surface. We are concerned that the graving dock floor could be damaged during the 
drydocking or deconstruction process, and need to work out very specific contract criteria 
to protect the floor. For example, heavy vessels must be properly bunked over the grade 
beams to avoid depressing the floor. Heavy equipment could chip or gouge the floor, as 
could dropping heavy items on the floor. We want a bond to guarantee that any damage 
to the floor is properly repaired, and a very specific procedure (perhaps a “before” and 
“after” Civil survey?) for determining if and what floor damage had been done. DNR will 
have a consulting company write specs for the bid that the contractors must follow; we 
will work with Concrete Tech to make sure that meets their requirements. 
5. We believe that we could work on this program with the DNR on a long-term basis, 
between our floating concrete structure projects. We typically should have at least three 
months notice before we would need to begin using the graving dock. However, we want 
to include provisions for liquidated damages if the graving dock is not turned back to us 
because of our concerns that a DNR contractor might continue to occupy the graving 
dock well beyond any three month notice we might give. DNR could provide that; would 
probably pass the liquidated damages clause onto our contractor.  For example, what is 
the risk that a government agency might shut down the contractor’s work for some 
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reason? Since the activities are being conducted in a no-discharge facility and are being 
overseen by another agency the risks are relatively low.  We would work with the 
relevant regulatory agencies prior to the start of activities so that we are clear with the 
requirements and have met all of their concerns. 

 

DNR-005093



DNR-005095

GLOBAL 
Diving & Salvage II1CO<pO<Jfctl 

Removal and Disposal Options for Lake Washington 
Drydocks 

SEATTLE, WA 

AGREEMENT NUMBER: 

KIOS-007 

WORK ORDER NUMBER: 

4 111 7 

Pidurv laken February 2006 

Performed For: 

Washington State Department of Natural Resources 

I I I I Washington St. S.E. 

P.O. Box 4700 I 

Olympia, WA 98504-7027 

3840 West Marginal WayS\>\' • Seanle, \IVashingto n 98106 • 24 hours a day. 206-623-062 1 • www.gdiving.com • Fax 206-932-9036 

~ .. , .. l'f~ ~1..1honu DIVJng Conlradors 

h./ 

f= ~'). American 
\_.,.....,J• S.lf\'Jl;e . 
~ ASSOCI.lllon 



DNR-005096

\\·,t~h ingtun Stat.: De partment of ~atural R.:sou1c·.:~- R.:mm a l and Di~posal Options for Lake• \\·,,shington Dr~ doc·b 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Global Diving and Salvage Inc. was contracted by the Washington State Department of Natural 
Resources under Contract No. KIOS-007 to research various options for removal and disposal of 
the two sunken drydocks located near the south end of Lake Washington (see Auachment A for 
location of the marine structures ). 

The following tasks were assigned in the Contract : 

I ) Estimate associated costs for removal and disposal of two sunken dry docks on Lake 
Washington 

2) Provide a dive survey assessment of their current condition that will be used by 
Washington State Department of Natural Resources in the Request for Proposals for 
their removal. The dive survey should attempt to determine hull condition, look at the 
bottom around the dry docks for visible utilities, and quantify extent of contaminated 
grit if possible 

3) Assess the continuing visib ility and functionality of the solar lights on the more 
northerly dry dock now that it has sunk 

This report addresses the current conditions of the two drydocks (Lake Washington Drydocks or 
L WDD), and provides the options available for both removal and disposal of the sunken marine 
structures, specifically discussing operational concerns, feasibility, and finally Rough Order of 
Magnitude (ROM) costs. ROM costs are defined as estimates within J 5-20% of likely actual costs. 

Various contingencies are addressed and discussed that could impact either the operational 
schedule of the removal and disposal project, or costing associated with the project. 

Finally, Global has provided a suggested approach for the removal and disposal of LWDD that 
addresses both regulatory concems and cost impacts. 

Global has also provided ancillary information to assist theW ADNR in future information requests 
for removal and disposal of the two drydocks (L WDD). As part of this report, Global has provided 
a written dive report on the current condition, as well as underwater video of the survey. 

Based on the information provided, the most feasible options and related costs for the LWDD 
project are as follows: 

Refloating both LWDD $ 417,000 

Disposal Option 1 (NPDES facility of both L WDD) 

Disposal Option 2 (upland facility of both LWDD) 

$ 1,307,200 

$ 1,6 18,000 

Disposal Option 3 (location with NPDES waiver of both LWDD) $ 1,097,700 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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2.0 CURRENT CONDITION REPORT 

2.1 PERSONNEL 

The dive survey assessment was carried out unde r contract with the Washington State Department 
of Natural Resources on December 18111

, 2006. The following Global Diving & Salvage personnel 
were present during the dive survey: 

K. Watson 

D. Gilchrist 

C. Butler 

R. Larsen 

-Supervisor 

-Diver 

-S tandby Diverrrender 

-Tender 

2.2 REPORT SUMMARY 

A brief summary of the LWDD fol lows (complete dive survey and notes detai led in A ttachment B). 

South D1ydock 

The southern most drydock (169' plus 24 ' aprons each end x 66 ' wide (outer dimension)) is sunk 
and settled into the bottom. There is some sediment on the deck of the d rydock. It has received 
considerable damage along the outer wing wall (south side) from an unknown source, perhaps 
water surge. The damage is fairly extensive in two places: 

5' x 2 1' hole on the south east corner of the wingwall 

4' x 125' hole along the south wing wall (exterio r and interior) 

In addition to the missing planking, there is also missing and damaged structura l bracing for the 
southem wingwall. 

There are various hatches and covers that are missing, but can be temporarily replaced for 
refloating operations. 

The northern wingwall appears to be in good shape. 

The damage noted above would be to be replaced or repaired to allow for any refloating attempt. 
The work may take some time, but is required to ensure the structure' s ability to refloat and keep 
dewatered. 

North D1ydock 

The northern most drydock ( 169 ' plus 18' aprons each end x 66' wide (outer dimension)) had been 
floating for some time, but recentl y sank, likely due to the tremendous amount of rainfall over the 
course of the last few months. It has not yet settled into the bottom as much as the other drydock. 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 



DNR-005098

Washington Stat~ Dcpanm~nt of \"at ural Resources- Rcmo' al and Disposal Options for Lake Washington Drydock~ 

There is limited damage in the form of a 3 ' x 5' hole extending from the wingwall to 1' below 
waterline in the south east corner. This appears to be where the piling located next to the drydock 
beat a hole in the structure either over the course of the fall and winter, or while s inking . 

The reminder of the drydock appears to be in good shape, with no noticeable damage that would 
inhibit removal attempts. 

Other 

During the dive survey, Global performed an underwater sweep of the area surrounding the sunken 
drydocks. This sweep covered a grid up to 50 feet north of the northem most sunken drydock, and 
50 feet south of the southem most sunken drydock. No visible signs of underground/underwate r 
utilities were discovered. Approx imate ly 100 yards north of the northern most sunken drydock is a 
cable crossing s ign located on the shore. It is assumed that the cable crossing for utilities likely 
runs in a consistent direction under Lake Washington as the shoreside utilities. This assumption 
would put any utilities well north of the sunken drydocks. Although the location of the utilities 
would not impact removal operations directly at the site, they may impact anchoring requirements 
for floating equipment needed for the removal operations. 

The underwater survey could not differentiate potentially contaminated abrasive grit blast from the 
sedimentation settling on the decks and hulls of the L WDD. 

Finally, Global confirmed the functionality of all eight solar lights on both the sunken drydocks, 
and they are all in working order as of December 18t", 2006. 

An underwater video survey accompanies the detailed dive survey, and is included as part of this 
report. 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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3.0 REMOVAL OPTIONS 

3.1 REMOVAL FROM WATER IN PIECES 

Operational Summmy 

To expedite removal o f the LWDD, a barge with either a large dig bucket or excavators would 
break apart the drydocks as they currently rest in Lake Washington. These mechanical means 
could remove both dry and wet portions o f wooden debris. and demolition debris would be placed 
on a second deck/materials barge. Samples would be taken of the various debris on deck of the 
materials barge to ensure compliance surround ing disposal options. Once loaded, the materials 
barge would then transit to a facil ity where the debris would be loaded into gondola boxes for 
disposal at a landfill. 

Feasibility: Low 

It is likely this removal option will not be available , based on the known abras ive grit blast (AG B) 
on each LWDD, and the likely contamination within the sediment at the site the y are located at. It 
would have to be an approved methodology by the various regulatory agencies with jurisdiction 
over the site, and it would likely not meet approval. This removal operat ion is not selective, and it 
would be difficult to not disturb the bottom s ignificantl y. In addition, it is highl y likely the AGB 
would be depos ited on the bottom rather than come up with the removed pieces. There would be 
considerable cross contamination between the L WDD and the likely contaminated sedime nt at the 
site, and this would potentiall y cause all removed materials to be disposed of as hazardous 
materia ls, which would increase disposal costs. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Mobilization 

In-water demolition 

2 1 days onscene for each LWDD 

Transportation and o ffload of demolition materials 

Diving services 

D isposal 

2800 tons as hazardous waste (hull ) I 1200 tons as COL (wingwalls ) 

Project administration 

TOTAL 

$ 90,000 

$ 580,000 

$ 520,000 

$ 60,000 

$ 820,000 

$ 27,500 

$2,097,500 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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3.2 REMOVAL FROM WATER IN SECTIONS 

Operational Summary 

This operation is s imilar to the above methodo logy, only a specialized chisel would be used in 
place of a bucket or excavator. The L WOO would be cut into manageable pieces, and then lifted 
onto the materials barge. This methodology might allow for more thorough sampling and 
segregation of the waste materials. The materials barge would than be taken to a facility to more 
thoroughly abate the hazardous materials and break down the wooden debris into disposable s izes. 

Feasibility: Low 

Consistent with the d iscussion above, sectionalizing the drydocks for removal would substantially 
disturb the bottom sediment, and would likely cross contaminate the hazardous materials. It is not 
likely a method that would be acceptab le with in the regulatory provisions of the site. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Mobilization 

In-water demolition 

18 days on scene tor each L WOO 

Transportation and offload of demolition materials 

Diving services 

Abatement of abras ive grit blast (AGB) 

D isposal 

4000 tons as COL 

Project administration 

3.3 REFLOATING OF DRYDOCKS 

Operational Summary 

$ 170,000 

$ 500,000 

$ 488,000 

$ 160,000 

$ 122,000 

$ 352,000 

$ 27,500 

TOTAL $1,819,500 

Due to the structural damage (limited on the north LWDD and substantial on the south L WDD), to 
the wingwalls, divers would be required to patch and reinforce the areas to provide limited 
structural integrity. Once patching and damage control operations were complete, submersible 
pumps would be placed throughout the drydock, and the drydock would be dewatered and 
refloated. Once refloated , each L WDD could be resecured to the dolphins, or rigged and towed to 
another faci lity were they could be monitored until hazardous material identification and disposal 
options were reviewed. 

GLOBAL DI VING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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Feasibility: Higlt 

This methodology is operational feasible, while minimizing any regulatory concerns with 
disturbing the bottom sediment and cross contamination of hazardous materials. In addition, it 
keeps the LWDD intact, and allows for clear segregation of waste streams. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) witlt Breakdown 

Mobilization 

Preparation and materials for patching 

Pumping and stabilization 

Project Administration 

$ 74,000 

$ 168,000 

$ 160,000 

$ 15,000 

TOTAL $ 417,000 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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4.0 DISPOSAL OPTIONS 

4.1 SCUTTLING 

Operational Summary 

Once the L WOO were refloated , they would be rigged and towed to a marine facility where all 
potential contaminants would be removed, and the L WOO would be prepared for a long tow 
offshore. Included in preparation would be securement of the wingwalls to the hull, and ballast 
added to assist with scuttling. Concurrent with scuttling preparations, a general permit for scuttling 
would have to be submitted and approved. Once approval and preparations were completed, the 
L WOO would be towed offshore, flooded , and scuttled at the approved scuttle location. 

Feasibility: Low 

It is unlikely this option is available for the L WOO project. It is Global's understanding that the 
Washington State Department of Natural Resources does not consider scuttling an option for 
disposal of derelict vessels. Another concern is the compliance levels for abatement of potentiall y 
hazardous or contaminating materials on board for the scuttle permit. Finally, the ability to tow the 
L WOO any significant distance is in question, and certainly is a concern if any inclement weather 
was encountered while transiting to the approved scuttle s ite. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Rig and tow each L WOO to marine facility 

Prepare L WOO for scuttle 

Facility lease/ballast, wingwall securement 

Abatement of abrasive grit blast (AGB) 

15 days/ 20 tons AGB disposal each LWDD/ misc. disposal 

Tow offshore 

Scuttle 

Project administration 

TOTAL 

$ 58,800 

$ 146,420 

$ 228,600 

$ 110,400 

$ 71,760 

$ 27,500 

$ 643,480 

GLOBAL DIVING & SAL VAGE, INC. 
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4.2 DEMOLITION AT NPDES PERMITIED FACILITY 

Operational Summary 

Once the L WOO were refloated, they would be rigged and towed to the NPOES faci li ty and either 
put into another drydock or graving dock. Once the facility's drydock was pumped out and lifted. 
an extens ive sampling for hazardous materials would occur, abatement of those hazardous 
materials, and then demolition of the drydock. The LWDO would be systematically demolished 
and waste streams segregated for disposal. 

Feasibility: High 

This demolition and disposal method is allowed under regulation, and a drydock demolition s imilar 
to the LWDO project was undertaken as recentl y as two years ago. There are permitted faci lities 
that are interested in the project and it fall s under the ir regulatory provisions. The onl y question is 
the ir avai labi lity, which is a moving target. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Rig and tow each LWOO to NPOES facility 

Orydock both LWOO at NPOES facility 

NPOES fac ility costs 

84 working days a t faci lity/drydock costs 

Abatement of abras ive grit blast (AGB) 

15 days/ 20 tons AGB disposal each LWDD/ misc. disposal 

Demolition both LWOD 

10 weeks/ 50 hour weeks/6 personnel/equipment 

Disposal of construction debris landfill 

Based on 2000 tons each LWDD/no asbestos or lead 

Project administration 

4.3 DEMOLITION AT UPLAND FACILITY 

Operational Summmy 

TOTAL 

$ 25,600 

$ 26,700 

$ 3 14,400 

$ 228,600 

$ 284,400 

$ 400,000 

$ 27,500 

$1,307,200 

Once the L WOO were refloated, they would be towed to a marine facility where a proper sampling 
plan could occur, as well as abatement of the AGB material. The LWOO would then be towed to a 
drydock facility (Todd Shipyard) and floated onto two separate deck barges. The deck barges 
would then be dewatered, and the L WDD would be blocked on top of the deck barges. The deck 
barges (with the LWDO on top), would be towed to an upland facility. The LWDO would be 
hydraulically jacked up and rolled onto the upland facility. The L WOO (either together or one at a 
time, depending on the available space at the upland facil ity) would be blocked up. and then 
demol ition would occur. The L WOO would be systematically demolished and waste streams 
segregated into appropriate pi les for disposal. 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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Feasibility: Medium 

This demolition option allows greater freedom from a traditional NPDES permitted facility as there 
are more facilities available, but it is also more costly. The hydraulic jacking and rolling of the 
drydocks is engineered , but it is also unclear how structurally sound the hulls of the LWDD are 
(although the rest of the drydocks appear in good condition) . 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Rig and tow each L WDD to drydock 

Drydock both LWDD on deck barge at NPDES facility 

Drydock facility and pierside service/ 15 days 

Abatement of abrasive grit blast (AGB) 

15 days/ 20 tons AGB disposal each LWDD/ misc. disposal 

Transit to upland facility 

Hydraulic lift LWDD onto upland faci lity 

Upland facility lease and services 

Demolition both LWDD 

I 0 weeks/ 50 ho ur weeks/6 personnel/equipment 

$ 25,600 

$ 228,300 

$ 228,600 

$ 39,600 

$ 204,000 

$ 180,000 

$ 284,400 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 



DNR-005105

\\"ashington Stale Dqnlrtlllenl of :'\at ural R.:smm:cs - R.:mo' al .md Di;.posal Options fix Lake Washington Drydocks 

Disposal of construction debris landfill 

Based on 2000 tons each L W DO/no asbestos or lead 

Project administration 

4.4 DEMOLITION AT MARINE FACILITY (WAIVER) 

Operational Summmy 

TOTAL 

$ 400,000 

$ 27,500 

$1,618,000 

Once the L WDD were refloated at their cutTent s ite in Lake Washington they would be taken to a 
non NPDES permitted facility and located on a set of weighs or ramp, and selective demolition 
would occur. The likely process would involve pushing or pulling each L WDD up the ramp as 
high as possible, and then selectively demolishing only the portion out of the water. Once the dry 
piece was completed, then main structure would then be pushed/pulled again, and the process 
repeats until completion. It is also possible that each L WDD could be mechanically rolled up the 
ramp or weighs to assist with complete removal from the water. The demolition material would 
then loaded onto gondola boxes and transported directly to the railyard for transportation to a 
landfill. 

Feasibility: Low 

There are a number of facilities that could be used to accommodate the L WDD. As recent as s ix 
months ago, the Port of Tacoma gave approval to use one of their properties located on Marine 
View Drive on the Hylebos Waterway in Tacoma that could accommodate each LWDD. A picture 
for reference is included below: 

GLOBAL DIVING & SALVAGE, INC. 
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This type of marine facility does not allow demol ition operations to occur due to current water 
quality standards. The discuss ion has begun to determine whether this work could be 
accomplished at this type of faci lities by us ing best management practices (BMPs) to assure target 
compliance levels are met. In essence . it would require a waiver from the requirement to perform 
demolition activities that would otherwise require an NPDES permit. 

Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) with Breakdown 

Rig and tow each L WDD to Tacoma location 

Transport each LWDD up weighs at marine faci lity 

Lease at facility for 84 days 

Abatement of abrasive grit blast (AGB) 

15 days/ 20 tons AGB disposal each LWDD/ misc. disposal 

Demolition both LWDD 

I 0 weeks/ 50 ho ur weeks/6 personnel/equipment 

Disposal of construction debris landfill 

Based on 2000 tons each LWDD/no asbestos or lead 

Project administration 

TOTAL 

$ 42,000 

$ 115.200 

$ 228.600 

$ 284,400 

$ 400,000 

$ 27,500 

$1,097,700 
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5.0 CONTINGENCIES 

There are a number of contingencies that could have a substantial impact on operational 
effectiveness, scheduling, and cost for the ultimate removal and disposal of the L WDD. They are 
summarized below, and include Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) costing to ass ist with future 
planning efforts. 

5.1 IMPACT OF CERCLA REGULATED SITE 

Both LWDD are located on a USEPA regulated CERCLA site. This could require development of 
additional protocol that would effect any potential removal/refloat/raise operations, as both 
drydocks are settled into the bottom to some degree, and it is believe the sediment at the s ite is 
contaminated. Any removal operation will likely disturb the sediment to some extent and cause 
turbidity issues within the localized area. Lynda Priddy (United States Environmental Protection 
Agency; 206-553- 1987) was contacted and expressed the following concerns: 

• Liability issues sunounding the disturbance of the bottom sediment and potential for 
migration from the initial site. This disturbance could occur from either mud suction as the 
LWDD is refloated, or from necessary hydrojetting that would occur to assist in refloating 
operations. She expressed that a waiver might be obtained from the potentiall y liable party 
of the site. 

• Operations to raise the LWDD and the possibility of abrasive grit blast (AGB) on the decks 
or within the hulls migrating from their current location either back into the water colunu1, 
or settling on the bottom. 

• Transportation and abatement to remove any hazardous materials, including AGB, and the 
potential to cross contaminate a site outs ide the existing CERCLA s ite . 

From an operational perspective, it would be difficult (from cost implications) to limit the potential 
for both the disturbance of the bottom sediment and the possible cross contamination of AGB from 
the L WDD. To employ Best Management Practices during the removal operation is the suggested 
approach. A silt curtain (8" freeboard x 25' draft x 1000' in length) to conta in any turbidity could 
be deployed around the s ite, and an estimated cost to fabricate and maintain it during the removal 
operation will costs approximate ly $20,000. In regards to minimizing the potential of cross 
contamination, the best approach is selective placement of pumping units within the pontoon hulls 
of each L WDD to minimize the likelihood of pumping the AGB from within the hull into the 
sunounding waters. It should be noted that dewatering to the maximum extent possible is required 
to refloat the LWDD. Once the LWDD are floating, any hazardous material abatement could occur 
at a facility where measures will be put into place to ensure the LWDD remain afloat, and any 
abatement operations are performed in a controlled marmer. 

GLOBAL DIVING & SA LVAGE, INC. 
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5.2 REGULATORY PERMITTING 

There ex ist a myriad of potential permitting, depending on the removal and disposal options. that 
would be required prior to execution of the demolition methodology. This is an incomplete list, but 
addresses the likely permits that could be required. It is assumed theW ADNR would include a 
Right of Enlty to perform the removal operations at the s ite. 

Any demolition operation may require a demolition permit from the local municipality. This 
application for the demolition permit wou ld not necessari ly impact the operational schedule, nor 
would it have any significant impact on the project as a whole, but could certainly impact these two 
issues if an application is not made, and was required. Without confirmation from the regu lating 
agency (which at this time is unknown depending on where the L WDD are demolished), the project 
could be halted and fines issued for non-compliance. 

Vintage earl y to mid 20th century wooden drydocks could contain asbestos. The LWDD are of this 
vintage, and might have asbestos containing material within the caulking of various structure 
framework. If this is confirmed with the L WDD, two applications are required prior to 
commencement of the asbestos abatement. The first is a notification/application of the proposed 
asbestos abatement operation to the Washington State Department of Labor and Industries, and the 
second is a notification to the regional air quality agency. 

Any construction activity that will use, divert, obstruct, or change the bed or flow of state waters 
must do so under the terms of a permit (Hydraulic Project Approval-HPA) issued by the 
Washington State Department of Fish and Wild life. The application for the permit is called Joint 
Aquatic Resource Permit Application (JARPA), and consolidates several other federal , state and 
local regulatory agency applications. The work to perform the remova l and refloating of the 
LWDD will require an HPA. The application will probably take four to six weeks for approval, but 
an emergency permit can be applied for to short the application review period. The cost for the 
application itself is nominal , but the provisions of the approval could impact operational costs 
during the removal of LWDD. 

Scuttling, or disposal of vessels at sea, is an allowable method to dispose of vessels at sea under 
certa in conditions. According to Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 229.3 
"Transportation and Disposal of Vessels" allows a general permit to be applied for to the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10. This application is straight forward, but there 
are variables that have yet to be flushed out as this may become a more cost effective option for 
vessel disposal. Ln this instance of L WDD, the determination would need to be made if they 
qualify as vessels. More importantly, the environmental impact of the disposal on the marine 
environment can be subjective. There are currently no consistent guide lines that specifically 
addressed disposal at sea, but the National Guidance: Best Management Practices for Preparing 
Vessels Intended to Create Artificial Reefs (May 2006) provided by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency gives insight that potential contaminants such as asbestos, PCBs, 
various paints, heavy metals, etc. only need to be encapsulated and controlled, not removed in their 
entirety. There are certainly subtle nuances to each contaminant specifically, but it appears that 
total removal is not required. However, each application is subject to regional preference, and no 
guarantee is made to the level of which a vessel will be acceptable for scuttling. It remains an 
attracti ve. cost effective option when applicable. In the case of LWDD, it is unlikely the structures 
would remain intact for the tow from Lake Washington to 40 miles offshore from Cape Flattery. 
and therefore not an acceptab le risk (even with the general permit is granted). 
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Demolition operations (specifically drydock or shipbreaking activities) are regulated by the 
Washington State Department of Ecology (WADOE) Water Quality Program. Currentl y. 
demolition activities can only occur at an upland location where the vesselldrydock can be removed 
entirely out of the water and bermed to control any pol lutants or debris that could impact a 
waterway. or a an NPDES (National Pollution Discharge Elimination System) permitted shipyard 
or facility. In August 2006. representatives from WADNR. W ADOE, Global and Foss Maritime 
met to discuss the possibility of developing demolition protocol that would meet environmental 
compliance target level for water quality while performing the demolition activities at a set of 
weighs (without an NPDES permit, and not entirely out of the water). The discussion centered on 
developing a checklist explaining the need, location, identification of potentially hazardous 
materials, and best management practices for such an operation to take place. Due to time 
constraints. no consensus was reached, but the regulatory agencies were open to the idea of 
reviewing the checklist and protocol if it was ever developed. The applicat ion would be considered 
a waiver of the NPDES permit requirement, but still comply with existing environmental discharge 
standards. 

5.3 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

A thorough sampling plan is required to determine the types and extent of hazardous materials 
onboard both LWDD. This sampling plan would identify specific hazardous materials, including 
creosote, asbestos, lead paint, and heavy metals. Current sampling results provided by King 
County Environmental Lab are not thorough for all disposal options. [n addition, the sampling plan 
cannot be conducted realistically whi le the LWDD are submerged. This sampling plan is 
imperative, and could have a significant impact on cost related issues. By designating the various 
wastes onboard, it would be much easier to segregate and bulk waste streams, and ultimately 
reduce the disposal costs, rather than transport a large quantity of debris as hazardous material. A 
thorough sampling plan provided by an independent third party would cost approximately $3,000-
$4,000 for each drydock. 

It is known that abrasive grit blast (AGB) resides on the deck of the drydocks. The AGB could be 
contained and selectively removed from the LWDD's decks and pontoons (it is likely to be found 
there) once it has been refloated. For reference only, if the entire hull of each LWDD required a 
hazardous material designation, the estimated cost for transportation and disposal alone could be 
$250/ton, totaling $700,000 (based on each LWDD weighing approximately 2000 tons each, with 
the hull estimated at 70% of the weight). If each L WDD can have the various hazardous materials 
abated prior to demolition, the disposal for the same hulls would be approximately $100/ton as 
COL, totaling $280,000. 

Separately, it is assumed the quantities of lead and asbestos are either nonexistent or below the 
required levels to designate the wooden debris as hazardous, but this would be confirmed by the 
sampling plan results. 

5.4 LIABILITY 

All potential marine facilities and contractors expressed concem over both the potential hazardous 
materials onboard both and the surrounding liability on removing and keeping the aged drydocks 
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afloat prior to demolition. These liability concems would require contractual language to address 
and reflect these concerns. 

5.5 AVAILABILITY OF FACILITIES 

Concrete Technology Co17JOration ( 1123 Port of Tacoma Road. Tacoma, W A, 98421: POC: Mike 
Wachter, 253-383-3545) has a 400 ' x 150' graving clock used for construction of floating concrete 
structures, but could accommodate the LWDD demolition activities. The graving clock is currentl y 
under a lease which extends to August 2008, to assist with fabrication of concrete materials needed 
for construction of the Hood Canal Bridge. It is unknown at this time whether the current tenant 
could finish early (as much as s ix months) and sublease the graving dock prior to August 2008. 
They are a NPDES permitted facility, but it is likely their permitted activities do not include 
demolition activities; in addition they are concerned with the potential risk and exposure of the 
potential contaminants. They are open to the opportunity if it exists when the graving dock 
becomes available. 

Todd Pacific Shipyards (P.O. Box 3806, Seattle, WA, 98124; POC: Steve Tolley, 206-623-1635 
x372) has three drydocks capable of lifting the L WDD out of the water to perform demolition 
activities: D/D#l, 528' x 87' ; D/D#lO, 552' x 93' ; and D/D#3, 500' x 134'. All tlu-ee drydocks 
cutTently have scheduled work through at least mid June 2007. The most attractive drydock to 
perform the LWDD demolition activities is D/D#3, which is cuiTently located on the West 
Waterway of the Duwamish River. This location is attractive as it allows direct access in and out 
of the Todd Pacific Shipyard facil ity via road. The other two drydocks are located on the north end 
of the facility, and are considered ship repair/maintenance drydocks. Generall y speaking, the rental 
of the drydocks is not attractive enough to warrant tying up the resource; normally, Todd would 
want their labor base to perform activities on vessels and structures within their facility. 
Demolition operations are always subcontracted, and therefore not attractive from a commercial 
standpoint. In addition, any work performed at these two drydocks would require waterside 
transportation and disposal operations (barge) to remove the material from the drydock, which 
increases the handling and transportation costs. 

Foss Maritime (660 West Ewing St., Seattle, WA, 98 119; POC: Jim Stewart, 206-270-4888) does 
not have a drydock that can acconunodate the L WDD, but does have an upland site that is normally 
available during the summer months. This is the site where Foss dismantled their 1940s wooden 
drydock (220' x 62') in late 2006. 

Dakota Creek Industries (P.O. Box 2 18, Anacortes, W A, 9822 1; POC: Barrie Clumpner, 360-293-
9575) has 314' x 90' drydoc.k with a 9000 ton capacity that could accommodate each LWDD 
individually. However, they have scheduled work through March 2007, but more important to this 
report, they currentl y are not interested in allowing demolition and disposal operations at their 
facility due to scheduled ship repair and maintenance, and potential exposure and risk of 
demolition activities. 

Duwamish Shipyard (5658 West Marginal Way, Seattle, WA, 98106; POC: Kyle McCleary, 206-
767-4880) currentl y has a graving dock (approximately 400' x 100' ) that could accommodate each 
L WDD individually. and historically have been interested in allowing the demolition work to occur 
at their facility. However, they have existing scheduled work through mid-February 2007, and are 
shutting down the graving dock by the end of February 2007 . 
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The availability of the above mentioned fac ilities is subject to change, as they require executed 
contracts to commit their resources. 

Othe r marine facilities that were contacted, but did not have fac ilities that could accommodate each 
LWDD intact. They are as fo llows: 

Northlake Shipyard (144 1 North Northlake Way, Seattle, WA. 98103; POC: Peter Kelley, 206-632-
144 1 ). Drydock: 288' x 49', 1900 tons capacity 

Marine Industries Northwest (3 13 East F Street, Tacoma. W A. 9842 1: POC: Rich Adams, 253-
627-9 136). Drydock: 380' x 57' , 2800 ton capacity 

Foss Maritime (660 West Ewing St., Seattle, W A, 981 19; POC: Jim Stewart, 206-270-4888). 
Drydock #2: 220' x 62' , 2000 ton capacity. Drydock #4: 108' x 38', 500 ton capacity 

The ultimate impact of the availability of the facilities is primarily the costs associated with 
maintaining the LWDD in their current condition, and any risk associated w ith the marine 
structures' custody. 

5.6 RECYCLED MATERIALS 

There ex ists the opportunity that the pontoon hulls (after the wing walls have been removed) may 
have value as a float ing structure. Prior to a decision to demolish, dismantle or dispose of the 
L WOO, a marine broker should be contacted and given an opportunity to market the hulls, and 
thereby reduce direct disposal costs to the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. It 
should be noted, however, that the resale of the hull(s) should be done in a conservative mam1er as 
the hulls could end up requiring disposal at a future date. 

The wooden structure itself, as it is dismantled, could be recycled. However, the existing 
contaminated sand blast grit (even after abatement occurs, if necessary) make selective recovery of 
wood a labor and time intensive operation. Recycle 1, Inc. (1630 East 18111 St., Tacoma, WA, 
9842 1; POC: Charles Hoffman, 253-627- 1180) has interest in the wooden material; they will 
receive the materia l for use as hog fuel production, and also have clients who reuse the material for 
pulp manufacture. The wooden debris does not have to be clear of hardware or fasteners, but does 
require all asbestos be abated, and will not accept lead based paint in levels higher than 0.5 mg/cm2 

on the surface of the wood. The tipping fee at their facility is $56.00/ton, and is comparable to 
other disposal options (namely Construction Debris Landfill or COL). The cost is within 10- 15%. 

Although not confi rmed, it is likely the L WOO have concrete ballast in the keel and this material 
can be recycled. Conservative estimates place approximately 75-100 tons on each. 

Finally, the L WOO each have scrap steel and piping that can be segregated and recycled. 
Conservative estimates place approximately 35-50 tons on each. 
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6.0 SUGGESTED APPROACH 

Due to the contingenc ies surrounding the potential hazardous materials, availability of NPDES 
facilities, and a determination to perform the work at a marine facility without an NPDES, Global 
Diving & Salvage recommends the following approach to confirm unknown issues and ultimately 
reduce the costs associated with the removal and disposal of the L WDD. 

The most important issue to resolve that can substantiall y reduce the costs for disposal is whether a 
marine facility without an NPDES permit will be allowed to perform demolition activities at their 
facility. This requires in essence a waiver from the regulatory agencies tasked with monitoring and 
regulatory environmental compliance levels. WADNR and Global have begun the discuss ion, but 
it requires development, review and critique of protocol by all those affected parties. This 
development and approval would take cons iderable time and effort , and if attended to promptly, an 
application for a waiver (along with documentation) might be available in s ix to eight months. 
This could run concurrently with efforts to secure funding to for the L WDD project. 

The ultimate advantage by attempting to allow in water demolition is that it could be applied to 
other demolition operations that the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. The 
L WDD project could be used as a straw man to measure the developed protocol and thereby further 
refine the protocol for future applications. 

Regarding the L WDD project, W ADNR should refloat the drydocks (either through contract or 
emergency removal) and secure them at their cunent site. Lmmediate ly following refloating and 
stabilization, a sampling plan should be conducted to confirm hazardous materials presence and 
quantities, which will have a s ignificant impact on disposal options and costs. Once the analytical 
results from the sampling are confirmed, W ADNR could then contract to dispose of the L WDD. 
This would encourage contractor participation in contracting if known types and quantities of 
hazardous materials were include in contract bid documents. The only risk at that point would be 
the availability of an NPDES facility or upland location. 

Regardless of the approach taken for removal and disposal, the determination should be made as 
soon as possible. The L WDD continue to degrade and soften, and this continued condition will 
only further exacerbate removal success. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

LOCATION OF THE MARINE STRUCTURES 
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January 2, 2007 

Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
I ll I Washington St., S.E. 
P.O. Box 4700 1 
Olympia, W A 98504-7027 
A ttn: Mel issa M ontgomery 

Re: Lake Washington Drydocks Underwater Survey 

On December 18'11
, 2006, Global D iving & Salvage, Inc. performed an underwater v ideo survey on the two Lake 

Washington Drydocks located in south Lake Washington. The purpose of the dive was to inspect the drydocks and 
report on their condition. 

T he diver used surface supplied dive gear wi th voice communications and closed circuit television. Visibi l ity at the 
time of the dive was approximately 5- 1 0' . 

South D1·y Dock: 

SE Com er: hole about 5' x 21' in the w ing wall planking; some of the planking that covers the seams is loose. 
Another hole about 3 Y2 - 4' x 125' goes the whole length of south side of wing wall 2 to 3' down f rom water I ine (you 
can see all the way through to the inside of the drydock). The last 25 ' of the wing wall has planking. 

SW Com er: in the apron, there is a hole 2' x 32"(hatch) just inboard of flood valve on SW end II " opening 2' up from 
the turn of dry dock bilge. Wood is W' punkie (311 6"- W') soft. Another valve in tank #2 same size as in the SW 
corner, and same distance up from chine. A ll bracing inside is broken and non ex istent causing top of wind wall to 
sag. Another valve 5' off bottom (possible discharge) is 16" about in the middle of the dock. (openings have gratings). 

Middle of dock is a 6" d ischarge valve is located 12' east of last valve, also another flood valve 2' up from turn and 
same size as the others ( II " ). A ll valves appear closed. There are four valves on south wing wall . 

Apron on east end is intact and extends out about 24' and some of the planking is missing. 

East end of south drydock has a hatch j ust like on the west end. 

South Wing Wall: inside of dry dock there is another open hatch cover w ith the hatch cover lay ing next to it. A 2" 
trash pump chained to the inside wing wall. T here are also some keel blocks sti ll remaining. T he haul blocks are st ill 
in place. Sediment is about 2 to 3" at the ends, and about W' on main deck, also some deck drains are present about 6" 
in diameter. Some of the deck drains are covered with pieces of old timbers and sediment. 

Hatch also about midships (open) with hatch cover lay ing next to it. Just off center l ine and j ust to the north of the 
center l ine there is another hatch (open). 
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'~Four hatch covers along south wing and two just off centerl ine north and south 

Inspection cover hatch 3 to 4' off deck. two each. A t west end of dock on w ing wall (north ) hatch is intact and tight. 

North Wing \Vall: the hauling block tracks are still in place. There are four each wind wall inspection hatches on the 
inside of the north and south wing walls about 4' off the main deck. Inside of drydock, another 2" trash pump on the 
main deck. On the NE corner there is another open hatch with the hatch cover laying next to i t. Farther in from the 
east end there is another hatch (open) also. there is a wing wall hatch that is on and is secure. Just west of midships, 
there is another hatch that is open on the main deck. North wing wall planking looks to be in pretty good shape (on the 
inside of the dock). 

Dry Dock: Main clock has six tanks and wing walls have two tanks each. 

A ll wing wall hatches on the inside are tight and secure and all the main deck hatches are open. 

Outside. on south dry dock north wall : All planking appears good on northside of w ing wall. There is about 5' from 
the turn to the bottom. Discharge valves have no grating, flood va lves do not (va lves are closed). 

Note: Southside of dock is the low side and North side is the higher side. 

North Dry Dock: 

Sowh Wing Wall: at the SE Corner where the dolphin is located, a hole ( 5' x 3 !h'. w ith 17" x 3' missing planking) in 
the south wing wall from surface to I ' below waterline. Damage appear to be from dolphin while drydock was 
secured to it and sinking. The rest of the planking looks good. 

Southside wing wall has about I W from the turn to the bottom. Scumline is about 3 !h' band. Discharge valves are 
I 0 Y2" without gratings. Flood val ve are 15" val ves with gratings. 

East Apron : is 18' long and not in too bad of shape. Hinges appear good. 

Main Deck: No signs of haul block rails. 

West Apron : Hinges appear good, no upsets on the west end, apron is in the up position and the line securing it is tight. 

North Wing Wall: inside appears to be good. All flood valves are closed. 

Note: on the south dry dock eastside there is a bunch of piles/logs on bottom 25' out. 

Other: 

Diver performed 50' both north and south of both drydocks. No utility runs were discovered, nor was there any 
markings or witnesses found that they run near the drydocks. Note: utility lines can be seen in the vicinity topside, but 
appear to run north of the locale. 

Submitted without prejudice, 

Danniel G ilchrist 
Inspecting Diver 
Global Diving and Salvage. Inc. 
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CERTIFICATION OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

 
The technical specifications provided herein were prepared by the design professionals whose 
initials appear in the Table of Contents.  The design professionals are: 
 
 
Name       Firm     Initials 
Kathryn H. Snider, P.E.    Floyd|Snider    KHS 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 SUMMARY  

A. Project Description 

The purpose of this project is to deconstruct and dispose of two derelict wood dry 
docks currently sunken in approximately 25 feet of water and resting on the 
sediment surface in southern Lake Washington adjacent to the City of Renton as 
depicted in the Construction Drawings.   
The two wood dry docks will be deconstructed in-water at their current location 
while being enclosed by a full-depth, anchored turbidity curtain. The dry dock 
debris generated from this deconstruction work will be removed from the Site and 
placed on barges for transfer to an acceptable permitted Subtitle D landfill.  Prior 
to deconstruction, removal of contaminated sediment from the hull chambers of 
the dry docks will be required and this sediment will be transferred to the 
Industrial Services, Inc. facility located at 5400 West Marginal Way SW in 
Seattle, Washington.  Once deconstruction and removal of the dry docks is 
complete, a thin sand layer will be placed over the deconstruction area. 

B. Site Description and Usage 

The project site is located on state-owned aquatic lands, managed by the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources (Owner), within the Outer Harbor 
Area of Lake Washington. The dry dock site is located in open water and also 
contains abandoned piling dolphins that are associated with historical site 
operations. The dry docks are located approximately 400 feet water ward of the 
Lake Washington shoreline. Water depth in the vicinity of the dry docks is 
approximately 25 feet. 
The state-owned aquatic lands on which the dry docks are located are part of the 
Quendall Terminals Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) Superfund site that is managed by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). A creosote manufacturing facility 
operated on the upland portion of the Quendall Terminals parcel, to the east of 
the dry dock project site, between 1917 and 1969, and historical operations at 
this property resulted in the releases of manufactured tar products and by-
products into both the aquatic sediment and upland soil areas of the site.  The 
sediment surface under and adjacent to the existing location of the dry docks has 
been characterized by Quendall Terminals investigations to contain 
discontinuous surface sediment contamination, including dense non-aqueous 
phase liquid (DNAPL) and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), related to 
the Quendall Terminals site. 
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1.2 SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 

The Work involves operations that, if not carefully implemented, have the potential to 
cause environmental degradation and damage.  The Contractor is responsible for 
selecting all means and methods for conducting the work and shall comply with the all 
applicable local, state, and federal laws and regulations concerning environmental 
protection. 
The Work includes operating heavy equipment over water. The Contractor is responsible 
for worker health and safety and must comply with all applicable laws and regulations 
related to work safety and health. 
The Contractor shall try to minimize the timeframe in which the Work is completed. 
The Contractor is responsible for notifying the U.S. Coast Guard and U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers about the project prior to beginning any work at the site in order to provide 
notice to mariners of the deconstruction work.  
Prior to deconstruction of the dry docks, the Contractor shall remove the solar lights 
currently on the dry docks and return the lights to the Owner. 

1.3 WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY OTHERS DURING CONTRACT WORK 

The Owner, the Owner’s Engineer(s), and other Contractors hired by the Owner will 
perform work at and adjacent to the work site during this Contract.  The Owner will 
coordinate with the Contractor to develop an understanding of this other work during 
regular project meetings conducted throughout the Contract.  This work is outlined 
below: 
A. The Owner will contract directly with the Engineer to provide professional services for 

construction observation, submittal review, and assistance in the management of 
changed conditions as necessary. Additionally, it will be the responsibility of the 
Engineer to ensure that the execution of the Work meets the requirements of the 
Contract Documents. 

B. During the installation of the turbidity curtain by the Contractor, the Owner will 
contract separately for services to remove fish from the turbidity curtain enclosure 
prior to it being closed off. The Contractor shall coordinate with the Owner and 
Engineer to allow sufficient time and access to the area during the installation of the 
turbidity curtain for completion of the fish removal activities.  It is currently estimated 
that approximately 2 days will be required for fish removal during the installation of 
the turbidity curtain and associated survey activities.  The Owner will be allowed an 
additional 2 days after the turbidity curtain is installed for additional fish removal if 
determined to be necessary based on the survey results. 

C. Water quality monitoring will be conducted by the Engineer during the deconstruction 
activities to confirm that deconstruction activities do not cause exceedances of 
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allowable project-specific water quality criteria outside the area of the enclosed 
turbidity curtain.  Water quality monitoring will also be conducted by the Engineer 
following completion of deconstruction activities and removal of the dry dock debris 
to determine when water quality conditions within the turbidity curtain area are 
acceptable for placement of the thin layer sand cap and removal of the turbidity 
curtain. All deconstruction activities shall be conducted so as to minimize turbidity 
and prevent dispersal of material within the water column to the area outside the 
enclosed turbidity curtain.  The Engineer will direct the Contractor to suspend 
performing in-water deconstruction activities if water quality monitoring results 
indicate that the water quality outside of the turbidity curtain is not within allowable 
ranges.  The Contractor will discuss and agree to corrective actions with the 
Engineer that will be implemented before resuming deconstruction operations. 

The Contractor shall provide access to the work site, as necessary, in order for the 
Owner, Owner’s Engineer(s), and other Contractors to accomplish their work. 

1.4 WORK RESTRICTIONS 

All in-water work activities must be conducted within the allowable work windows defined 
in the Permits (see Section 1.5 below).  The allowable in-water work window is between 
July 16, 2008 and December 31, 2008.  
The current allowable start date for this Work is August 11, 2008.  The Contactor shall 
be required to complete all the Work within a 90 work-day period following start of the 
Work to avoid being assessed liquidated damages as described in the general 
conditions of the contract documents. 

1.5 PERMITS 

The Owner has obtained the following Permits for the Work identified in these Contract 
Documents prior to commencement of the work:   
A. State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) checklist approval (City of Renton) 
B. City of Renton Planning Department Shoreline Substantial Development Permit 
C. U.S. Army Corps Section 10/404 Permit, including Biological Opinion provided by 

National Marine Fisheries services (NMFS) and the United States Department of 
Fish and Wildlife (USDFW) 

D. Washington State Department of Fisheries and Wildlife (WDFW) Hydraulic Project 
Approval (HPA) 

E. Department of Ecology Short-term Water Quality Modification Administrative Order 
These permits individually and collectively contain several key conditions that will 
influence the means and methods available for use by the Contractor for this Contract.  
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Prior to completing their bid, the Contractor shall review the available permits to become 
familiar with the general and specific conditions identified. The Contractor must comply 
with any and all permit conditions, and in-water work windows, as required by the 
permitting agencies for the completion of the Contract Work.   

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Not Used. 

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

Not Used. 

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Not Used. 

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Summary 

This technical specification section covers anticipated project meeting, submittal, and 
notification point requirements for this Contract.   

1.2 Submittals 

Where required by these technical specifications, the Contractor shall submit descriptive 
information that will allow the Engineer and Owner to evaluate whether the Contractor’s 
proposed materials, equipment, or method of work are in compliance with the Contract 
Documents. The information submitted may consist of drawings, specifications, 
descriptive data, certificates, samples, test results, and other information specified 
herein, and elsewhere in these Specifications. The Engineer may request additional 
information if deemed necessary based on review of the Contractor’s proposed 
activities. 
The Contractor shall provide the following information in writing prior to start of 
deconstruction activities.  The deconstruction activities shall not proceed until these 
submittals are reviewed and commented on by the Owner and Engineer.   
A. Project Schedule 

The Project Schedule shall identify the start date, sequence and duration of 
project activities.  The Project Schedule shall be included within the general 
Quality Control Plan to be submitted at the Pre-Construction Meeting.  If any 
change occurs to the schedule during the course of the Work, an updated 
schedule shall be provided to the Owner as soon as the change is known. 

B. Quality Control Plan 

The Quality Control Plan shall be provided as described in all sections of these 
Technical Specifications.  The Quality Control Plan shall be consistent with the 
Project Schedule and shall include: 
• Schedule for completion of all construction activities; 
• Turbidity Curtain Plan; 
• Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal Plan; 
• Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan; 
• Post-Deconstruction Diver Survey and Debris Removal Plan; and 
• Sand Placement Plan.   

DNR-005124



DIVISION 01 – GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 
Section 01310 – Submittals, Meetings, and 
Notification Points  

Lake Washington Dry Docks 
Removal Project 

 

F:\projects\DNR-LWDD\T8000 Construction 
Management\Construction Plans and 
Specs\082808_Dry Dock Specifications.doc 
08/28/08   

Page 01310-2 WDNR Technical 
Specifications

Project No. DNR 08E16 
 

Specific information required for completion of these Contractor plans is provided 
in the subsequent sections of these Technical Specifications.   
The contractor shall submit a draft version of the Quality Control Plan to the 
Owner and Engineer at the Pre-Construction Meeting for review and comment.  
The Plan must be reviewed and commented on by the Owner and Engineer prior 
to the start of deconstruction activities. The date of the Pre-Construction Meeting 
will be determined following Award of the Work. 

C. Contractor Daily Construction Report Template 

The Contractor Daily Construction Report shall contain a summary description of 
all work performed that day, names of Contractor employees, and equipment 
used and hours worked. Other information to include in the report are downtime 
and delays to the operation and the cause of downtime and delays (as 
applicable), health and safety performance, and other relevant comments 
concerning the conduct of the operation. The Contractor Daily Construction 
Report shall also include an estimate of daily quantities of work accomplished for 
all Pay Items identified in the Bid Form and the results of all inspections, surveys, 
and monitoring activities.  The Contractor’s Daily Construction Report shall be 
submitted to the Owner and Engineer at the start of work on the day after the 
date of the report and shall be signed by the Contractor’s superintendent or 
quality control manager.  The Contractor shall submit a template version of the 
Daily Construction Report at the Pre-Construction Meeting. 

E.  Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures Plan 

A Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan shall be 
developed for the project by the Contractor.  This SPCC Plan will outline specific 
measures to be taken to prevent the release or spread of all discharged 
materials, as well as mitigation measures that will be implemented in the event 
that a spill occurs at the Site. The contractor shall submit a version of the SPCC 
Plan at the Pre-Construction Meeting. 

D. Project-Specific Health and Safety Plan 

The Contractor shall submit a project-specific Health and Safety Plan, which 
addresses site hazards and meets applicable local, state, and federal 
regulations.  Additionally, it is the sole responsibility of the Contractor to ensure 
that the workers understand and abide by the provisions of the Health and Safety 
Plan.  The Contractor shall submit a version of the project-specific Health and 
Safety Plan at the Pre-Construction Meeting. 

1.3 Meetings 

The Contractor shall attend, at a minimum, the following meetings with the Owner and 
Engineer: 
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A. Pre-Construction Meeting 
The Contractor shall attend a pre-construction meeting with the Owner and 
Engineer to review, at a minimum, the Contractor’s Quality Control Plan, Daily 
Construction Report Template, SPCC Plan, project-specific Health and Safety 
Plan, and all other preconstruction submittals and requirements as defined in 
these Contract Documents prior to the start of work.  The date for the Pre-
Construction Meeting will be determined following Award of the Work. 

B. Weekly Construction Meeting 

The Contractor shall plan to attend a weekly construction meeting with the Owner 
and the Owner’s Engineer to discuss and assess the status of the project.  The 
agenda for the Weekly Status Meeting will include: 

• Work conducted the previous week and results of quality control activities 
or quality assurance inspections. 

• Work to be performed within the succeeding 2 weeks; including 
equipment to be used, anticipated safety issues, potential problems, and 
required monitoring. 

• Corrective actions to be taken to prevent future out of compliance 
conditions as necessary. 

The final schedule and format for the weekly construction meeting will be 
determined by the Contractor and Owner at the Pre-Construction Meeting.  

1.4       Notification Points 

The Contractor shall notify the Owner at the following points in the project (as described 
below) to allow for inspection of the Contractor work progress or to allow for Owner-
conducted fish removal or water quality monitoring activities.  The Owner may request 
additional notification points based on review of the above information provided by the 
Contractor. 

• After mobilization of construction equipment to the site and prior to 
commencement of Project construction activities per Section 01500 – 
Temporary Facilities and Controls, Section 02310 – Ballast Tank Sediment 
Removal and Disposal, Section 02410 - Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris 
Transfer, and Disposal, and Section 02484 - Thin Sand Layer Placement of 
these Technical Specifications. 

• Two days prior to completion of turbidity curtain enclosure, allowing Owner 
coordination for fish removal activities (as described in Section 01110 – 
Summary of Work) and inspection of the turbidity curtain enclosure. 
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• After completion of sediment removal and disposal activities from the dry 
dock ballast tanks (as described in Section 02310 – Ballast Tank Sediment 
Removal and Disposal) and prior to beginning deconstruction work on the dry 
docks, to allow coordination of owner-conducted water quality monitoring at 
the Site (as described in Section 01110 – Summary of Work).  Owner-
conducted water quality monitoring efforts shall begin coincidental with the 
start of deconstruction activities.  Owner-conducted water quality monitoring 
activities will be conducted outside of the enclosed turbidity curtain area while 
deconstruction activities are in progress. 

• Two days prior to beginning deconstruction activities on a dry dock hull (as 
described in Section 02410 – Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris Transfer, and 
Disposal), to allow preparation of owner-conducted water quality monitoring 
at the Site.  Owner-conducted water quality monitoring efforts shall begin 
coincidental with the start of deconstruction activities on the hull of a dry 
dock.  It is assumed that deconstruction activities will initially be performed on 
the wing walls of the dry dock and follow with deconstruction of the dry dock 
hull chambers.  Water quality monitoring activities will be conducted outside 
of the enclosed turbidity curtain area while deconstruction activities are in 
progress. 

• After all dry dock deconstruction activities have been completed (as 
described in Section 02410 – Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris Transfer, and 
Disposal), including the Post-Deconstruction Diver Survey and final removal 
of dry dock debris from the sediment surface.  Following completion of these 
activities, owner-conducted water quality monitoring will be performed inside 
the enclosed turbidity curtain area to determine when water quality 
parameters are acceptable for placement of the thin sand layer over the 
deconstruction area and subsequent removal of the turbidity curtain. 

• After placement of the thin sand layer (as described in Section 02484 – Thin 
Layer Sand Placement) and removal of the turbidity curtain (as described in 
Section 01500 – Temporary Facilities and Controls), and prior to 
demobilization of the deconstruction equipment and Contractor personnel 
from the site.    

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Not used. 

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

Not used. 
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PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment for activities associated with all Submittals, Meetings, and 
Notification Point requirements will be made under the lump sum bid item for Mobilization and 
Demobilization.  The Contractor shall refer to the project bid descriptions following the Bid Form 
for additional description of measurement and payment for these activities.   

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Turbidity Curtain 

The Work shall include furnishing, constructing, installing, maintaining, repairing, and 
removing a turbidity curtain from the deconstruction area in Lake Washington. This 
turbidity curtain shall be a full depth, anchored curtain that includes 
geotextile/geomembrane fabric, connection and securing mechanisms, flotation devices, 
anchors, and ballast chain.  The turbidity curtain shall completely encloses the in-water 
deconstruction area during the deconstruction activities in order to contain suspended 
sediment and oils that may be released during deconstruction activities.  The turbidity 
curtain shall be placed as close to the dry docks as possible, while allowing for 
construction operations to be effectively and efficiently completed in a manner that 
ensures the turbidity curtain will remain intact. The Contractor shall provide a system 
which meets this specification and is appropriate for the site conditions such as depth 
(shown on plans), current, fluctuations in the lake level, and wind or waves.    
The turbidity curtain shall be in place to the Owner’s satisfactions prior to 
commencement of the deconstruction activities.  
The turbidity curtain shall remain in place throughout the deconstruction activities and 
will not be opened until all project activities are complete and water quality requirements 
within the deconstruction area have been satisfied.   

1.2 Site Access and Setup 

The Contractor’s barges, tugs, and support vessels shall be used to access the site as 
well as bring materials and equipment on and off the site. The adjacent upland 
properties are not anticipated to be used as hauling or transportation routes to the site.  
DNR does not have access rights or control of these properties.  Access to the adjacent 
upland property for hauling or transportation would require separate coordination by the 
Contractor with the upland property owners.   
The Contractor shall keep any barges, vessels, and equipment placed within the turbidity 
curtain enclosure prior to the deconstruction activities inside this area throughout the 
duration of the deconstruction work.  Only during the placement of the thin sand layer, 
may a small section of the turbidity curtain be temporarily submerged to allow access by 
construction equipment to the deconstruction area. 
The Contractor shall place the turbidity curtain within the harbor area (inside the harbor 
line) to the greatest degree possible to minimize the overall size of the curtain and to 
minimize potential navigation hazards within the lake.  The Contractor shall also keep all 
other equipment and vessels, located outside of the turbidity curtain enclosure, within 
the harbor area (inside the outer harbor line) unless otherwise approved by the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. 
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The turbidity curtain and all of the Contractors’ equipment shall have proper lighting to 
ensure that they are visible to vessels that may pass by the Site at night. 
The deconstruction equipment barge located within the enclosed turbidity curtain shall 
be allowed to spud into position at the Site.  Additionally, the Contractor shall be allowed 
to spud one piece of deconstruction debris transfer equipment outside the turbidity 
curtain enclosure provided that the equipment remains stationary throughout the 
duration of the project (i.e., the deconstruction debris transfer equipment shall only be 
allowed to spud once at the site). Anchors shall not be used to secure deconstruction 
debris transfer equipment or other construction equipment to the sediment surface 
outside the turbidity curtain.  
No utilities are available to the Contractor at this site.  The Contractor is responsible for 
supplying all required utility services. 

1.3 Submittals 

Prior to the installation of the turbidity curtain and its accessories, the Contractor shall 
prepare a Turbidity Curtain Plan (as part of the Quality Control Plan), detailing methods 
and procedures that will be used to install, maintain, repair (as necessary), and remove 
the turbidity curtain.  The Turbidity Curtain Plan shall also include a detailed description 
of the physical make-up of the curtain system including drawings (plan and cross-
section) that describe curtain materials and components, and depict how the curtain will 
be configured at the Site so that the overall footprint is minimized with respect to the 
location of the dry dock structures. The Turbidity Curtain Plan shall also present the 
proposed configuration for the turbidity curtain as well as a description of how best 
management practices (BMPs) and water quality criteria will be maintained thoughout 
completion of the project. The Turbidity Curtain Plan must be reviewed and commented 
on by the Owner prior to the start of work. 
The Contractor shall be responsible for the design, procurement, installation, 
maintenance, repair (as necessary), and removal of the turbidity curtain.  Any failure of 
performance of the turbidity curtain as indicated by the results of water quality monitoring 
or visual inspection that is not immediately addressed by the Contractor will result in an 
stoppage of work until a mitigation plan is provided by the Contractor and is reviewed 
and commented on by the Owner.  Liquidated damages, as described in the general 
conditions of the contract documents, may be assessed to the Contractor if a work 
stoppage occurs as a result in failure of performance of the silt curtain. 

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

The turbidity curtain shall be a system that includes a full-length 
geotextile/geomembrane curtain that will contain suspended sediment, turbid water, and 
potential contamination, such as oils, released from the sediment within the 
deconstruction area, a top-flotation containment system, bottom weight, anchoring and 
securing mechanism, and lighting system that will make the curtain visible to boaters 
during the night.   
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The curtain shall be a synthetic material coated with suitable elastomeric or polymeric 
compounds and have a high resistance to weathering, hydrocarbons, and temperature 
extremes.  If assembled in panels, there shall be a secure mechanism for joining panels 
together to prevent flow of suspended sediment or contamination such as oils through 
the joints.  Seems, if required, shall be formed in a manner that develops the full strength 
of the material.   
Hemmed pockets shall be sewn or heat bonded to contain flotation material and bottom 
weights.   
The turbidity curtain shall have flotation units that are flexible, buoyant units contained in 
a flotation sleeve or collar attached to the turbidity curtain.  Flotation units shall have 
sufficient freeboard to prevent overtopping by wind waves or vessel wakes and to handle 
any fluctuations in the depth of the lake.  The flotation material shall maintain buoyancy if 
punctured or cut. A ring of floating sorbent boom shall also be placed around the interior 
of the top-flotation containment system to contain potential sheens that may form as part 
of the deconstruction activities. 
The bottom weight shall be sufficient to hold the curtain in a vertical position without 
creating significant gaps near the sediment surface. The curtain shall be capable of 
molding to conform to bottom contours so that suspended sediment, turbid water, and 
potential contamination (such as oils) released from the sediment are is prevented from 
escaping underneath the curtain to the greatest extent practicable.  
Anchorage lines shall be provided of sufficient strength and number to support the 
curtain and maintain it in a stationary position under expected conditions.  Anchors shall 
be standard marine type boat anchors, heavy concrete weights, or other anchorage 
system as proposed by the Contractor.  The size, weight, and overall number of the 
anchors shall be sufficient to hold the turbidity curtain in its intended location. The 
Contractor shall be allowed to place turbidity curtain anchors outside the turbidity curtain 
area as necessary to construct a secure turbidity curtain system. Driven piles shall not 
be used for anchoring the turbidity curtain. 
Lighting shall be provided on the top-flotation containment system to ensure that it is 
visible to vessels passing by the site at night.   

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

3.1 Turbidity Curtain General Requirements 

All deconstruction activities which may generate suspended sediment or release 
potential contamination (i.e., oils) from the sediments within Lake Washington shall be 
completely contained within the enclosed turbidity curtain and the Contractor shall be 
responsible for minimizing the size of the curtain placed around the dry dock structures.  
The turbidity curtain shall form a continuous vertical and horizontal barrier to contain 
suspended sediment and potential contamination such as oils generated from the 
deconstruction activities.  The bottom of the turbidity curtain shall rest in continuous 
contact with the lake bottom sediment surface for the entire length of the turbidity 
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curtain.  The curtain will have sufficient slack to allow the top of the curtain to rise to the 
maximum expected high-water level (including wind and vessel waves and fluctuations 
in the depth of the lake).   
The floatation and curtain top shall have sufficient freeboard along the entire length of 
the curtain to prohibit the escape of turbid water over the top of the curtain.  If 
constructed using panels, the turbidity curtain panels shall be connected in such a 
manner that develops the full strength of the material and prevents suspended sediment 
particles or contamination such as oils from passing through the joints.   
The lighting of the turbidity curtain will be adjusted away from the water surface to the 
extent practicable.  
The contractor shall be responsible for providing and maintaining sufficient anchors, tie-
downs, or other mechanisms to insure proper position and performance of the turbidity 
curtain.     

3.2 Installation of Turbidity Curtain 

When assembling and installing the turbidity curtain, the Contractor shall follow all the 
directions of the turbidity curtain manufacturer if provided.  The turbidity curtain shall be 
placed as close to the site of deconstruction as possible (to minimize the overall footprint 
of the deconstruction area) without interfering with the deconstruction activities or 
preventing the maneuvering of the Contractor’s equipment necessary to accomplish the 
deconstruction work.  The turbidity curtain will remain stationary and closed throughout 
the duration of the deconstruction activities. The turbidity curtain shall be positioned 
within the harbor area (shown on plans) to the greatest degree possible. 
The turbidity curtain shall be installed to minimize the overall footprint of the 
deconstruction area and maintained in a manner that precludes the entry or exit of 
barges, equipment, or vessels from the deconstruction area throughout completion of 
the accumulated sediment removal from the dry docks’ hull chambers and 
deconstruction and removal of the dry docks.  The area enclosed by the turbidity curtain 
must be minimized as closely as possible to the footprint of the dry docks and the 
Contractor’s deconstruction equipment barge.  One debris/dewatering barge may also 
be located within the enclosed turbidity curtain, but it must fit within this minimized 
enclosure footprint. The Contractor shall not locate deconstruction debris transfer 
equipment within the turbidity curtain.  
During the placement of the thin sand layer, the turbidity curtain shall remain in place; 
however a small section of the floating turbidity curtain may be temporarily submerged or 
relocated to allow access by construction equipment to the deconstruction area as 
necessary. 
The Contractor shall allow sufficient time when installing the turbidity curtain for the 
removal of fish from the area to be enclosed by the turbidity curtain.  The removal of fish 
from this area will be performed by a subcontractor retained by the Owner. The 
Contractor shall coordinate installation of the turbidity curtain with the fish removal effort.  
It is currently estimated that approximately 2 days will be required for fish removal during 
the installation of the turbidity curtain and associated survey activities.  The Owner will 
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be allowed an additional 2 days after the turbidity curtain is installed for additional fish 
removal if determined to be necessary based on the survey results. 

3.3 Maintenance of Turbidity Curtain 

The Contractor shall inspect the turbidity curtain daily and report inspection observations 
in the Daily Construction Report, with additional monitoring of performance during any 
storm event as deemed necessary by the Owner or Engineer.  Throughout the 
deconstruction period, the Contractor shall maintain the turbidity curtain in a manner so 
that no suspended sediment or contamination (such as oils) caused by the 
deconstruction activities enters the lake beyond the turbidity curtain. 
Any visible plume of cloudy water or indication of water quality exceedences passing 
beyond the curtain from the enclosed deconstruction area shall constitute inadequate 
performance of the turbidity curtain.  The Contractor shall immediately modify, adjust, or 
repair any portion of the turbidity curtain to correct inadequate performance and 
eliminate the sediment plume.  If correction measures are not immediately applied to the 
area of inadequate performance, a work stoppage may occur and the Contractor may be 
assessed liquidated damages as discussed in the general conditions of the contract 
documents until an acceptable plan is presented to the Owner and approved for 
implementation. 

3.4 Removal of Turbidity Curtain 

The turbidity curtain shall remain in place until all deconstruction activities are completed 
and the water quality parameters within the enclosed turbidity curtain area are observed 
to be at acceptable levels as verified by completion of the owner-conducted water quality 
monitoring activities. It is currently estimated that a one-week time period will be required 
following completion of deconstruction activities to allow for suspended sediment to 
settle and water quality parameters to be in compliance with permit requirements (as 
discussed in Section 02484 – Thin Sand Layer Placement).  
Once acceptable water quality conditions have been observed within the enclosed 
turbidity curtain area as determined by the Owner, and thin sand layer placement 
activities have been completed (as described in Section 02484 – Thin Sand Layer 
Placement) the turbidity curtain and all materials used to hold the turbidity curtain in 
place shall be removed in such a way as to minimize the additional release of 
suspended sediment and potential contamination (such as oils) to the water column.  
The Contractor shall be responsible for properly disposing of the turbidity curtain and its 
associated materials at an acceptable off-site disposal facility as described in the 
Contractor’s Turbidity Curtain Plan. 

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment associated with Temporary Facilities and Controls (i.e., 
turbidity curtain) will be made under the lump sum bid item for Turbidity Curtain.  The 
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Contractor shall refer to the project bid descriptions following the Bid Form for additional 
description regarding measurement and payment for this bid item. 

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Mobilization and Demobilization 

Mobilization and Demobilization shall consist of preparatory work and operations 
including, but not limited to, those necessary for the movement of personnel, equipment, 
and supplies to and from the project site; and for all other associated work and 
operations which must be performed or cost incurred prior to beginning the work at the 
Dry Dock Deconstruction Site.  Mobilization and Demobilization includes furnishing all 
the necessary deconstruction/construction equipment to complete the work identified for 
the entire project as shown on the Contract Drawings and including Temporary Facilities 
and Controls, Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal, Dry Dock Deconstruction, 
Debris Transfer, and Disposal, and Thin Sand Layer Placement.   
The work under this item shall also consist of all labor, material, tools, and equipment 
necessary for final cleanup and restoration of the area disturbed by the deconstruction 
activities to a condition equal to, or better than, before deconstruction started.  This 
includes removal of all deconstruction/construction equipment, disposal of all excess or 
temporary material, and disposal of all rubbish and debris.   
Mobilization and Demobilization includes completion of all submittals and required 
documentation as required by the Contract Documents, Owner, and Engineer.  This item 
shall also include all effort for completion of the Quality Control Plan and its individual 
components. 

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Not used. 

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

Not used. 

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment associated with Mobilization and Demobilization shall be made 
under the lump sum bid item for Mobilization and Demobilization.  The Contractor shall refer to 
the project bid descriptions following the Bid Form for additional description regarding 
measurement and payment for this bid item. 

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Description of Work  

This Work shall consist of the removal and disposal of accumulated sediment from the 
ballast tanks of the two dry docks as shown on the Contract Drawings.  This Work shall 
occur prior to deconstruction of the dry docks to ensure that these accumulated 
sediments are not released to the environment.   
There are 12 ballast tanks located on each of the dry docks.  Access to these ballast 
tanks are through hatches located on the deck of each dry dock. Refer to the Contract 
Drawings and Background Materials for schematics of the dry docks showing the 
approximate hatch and ballast tank locations. There are eight main ballast tanks on each 
dry dock.  Each ballast tank is approximately 1,300 to 1,400 square feet in size.  The 
remaining four ballast tanks, located on the ends of each dry dock, are smaller with each 
approximately 500 square feet in area. The ballast tanks on each dry dock are labeled 
1S through 6S (tanks on the starboard side) and 1P through 6P (tanks on the port side) 
as shown on the Contract Drawings.  Ballast tanks 1S and 1P are located at the bow of 
the dry docks, while ballast tanks 6S and 6P are located at the stern of the dry docks.  
The ballast tanks are labeled based on the dry dock number, followed by the tank 
number (i.e., DD6-1P is Dry Dock #6, ballast tank 1 near the bow on the port side). 
Accumulated sediment will be removed from all of the ballast tanks as it has been 
determined that sediment within that ballast tanks contains elevated metals 
concentrations. Metals analytical results for sediment samples collected from 17 of the 
ballast tanks are provided in the memorandum entitled Sampling and Analytical Data 
Summary for Accumulated Sediments Contained within the Lake Washington Dry Docks’ 
Ballast Tanks, prepared by Floyd|Snider (April 2008). This memorandum is provided as 
part of the Background Materials.   
An estimate of accumulated sediment thickness was recorded within each dry dock 
ballast tank in April 2008 when divers collected sediment samples from the dry docks’ 
ballast tanks for chemical testing. These thickness estimates of accumulated sediment in 
the ballast tanks ranged from approximately 1 to 3 inches.  The estimates made by the 
divers during this sampling event are also included in the 2008 Floyd|Snider 
memorandum.  
The sediment removed from the dry docks will be transported to the Industrial Services, 
Inc. facility located at 5400 W. Marginal Way SW in Seattle, Washington for disposal.  

1.2 Submittals 

The Contractor shall provide the following submittals in accordance with Section 01310 - 
Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points, and as further specified below. 

A. Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal Plan  
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B. Contractor Daily Activity Reports  
C. Post-sediment removal inspection results 

 
D. Sediment transportation and disposal documentation including truck trip 

weight tickets, bills of lading, and facility disposal records 
1.3 Permits 

The Contractor shall refer to Section 01110 – Summary of Work for information 
regarding permits for the Work. The Contractor shall be responsible for reviewing, 
understanding, and adhering to all conditions of the permits.  Any conflicts between 
these Technical Specifications and the issued permits shall be brought to the attention of 
the Owner.  Nothing whatsoever shall be deemed to authorize violation of these permits. 

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Products that are required to accomplish or be incorporated into the work of this section shall be 
selected by the Contractor and be subject to approval of the Engineer. 

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

3.1 Quality Control  

 A. Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal Plan 

The Contractor shall develop and submit a Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and 
Disposal Plan, as part of the Quality Control Plan, which addresses the following: 

• Sequence and schedule of work. 
• A detailed description of the methods and procedures to be used for 

the removal of the accumulated sediment from the ballast tanks, 
including equipment type, size, and capacity.  

• A detailed description of the methods and procedures to be used for 
the removal or decanting of water from the accumulated sediments 
once they are removed including equipment type, size, and capacity. 

• Best Management Practices (BMPs) that will be implemented during 
the sediment removal, decanting of the water from the sediments, and 
sediment disposal activities.   

• Methods and procedures for off-site disposal of the sediment from the 
ballast tanks that meets the requirements of the Industrial Services, 
Inc. facility as described in these Technical Specifications. 
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• A location for the proposed transload facility where the sediment will 
be transferred upland for disposal at the Industrial Services, Inc. 
facility, including approval for the Contractor to use the proposed 
transload site. Information on the proposed transload facility should 
also include that is an appropriately permitted facility for transloading 
and the methods and BMPs for the transload operations.  

• The proposed haul route from the Site to the transload facility and 
from the transload facility to the Industrial Services, Inc. disposal 
facility located at 5400 W. Marginal Way SW in Seattle, Washington.  

• Procedures for emergency spill containment and removal operations.   
The Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal Plan must be reviewed and 
commented on by the Engineer prior to the start of sediment removal from the 
ballast tanks. Once reviewed and commented on, the construction activities shall 
be conducted in accordance with the Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and 
Disposal Plan. 

B. Contractor Daily Activity Reports 

The Contractor shall prepare and maintain a daily report of operations as 
described in Section 01310 - Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points.  
During the ballast tank sediment removal and disposal activities these daily 
activity reports shall include a list of the ballast tanks where accumulated 
sediment removal activities occurred that day and to date and the approximate 
volume of sediment and water removed from the ballast tanks (reported in cubic 
yards and gallons, respectively). 

C. Post-Sediment Removal Inspection 

The Contractor shall conduct a diver video survey of all the ballast tanks 
following completion of the removal activities.  The purpose of this survey is to 
verify that all accumulated sediment has been removed, to the extent practicable, 
from each of the ballast tanks identified on the Contract Drawings, prior to the 
start of dry dock deconstruction activities. Results of the post-sediment removal 
inspection and video of the survey shall be submitted to the Engineer for review 
and comment.  

3.2 Preparation  

The Contractor shall provide, install, and maintain a turbidity curtain enclosing the two 
dry docks and the equipment required to remove the accumulated sediment from the dry 
dock ballast tanks, as presented in Section 01500 – Temporary Facilities and Controls.  
Site access and setup is also discussed in Section 01500. The Contractor shall keep any 
barges, vessels, and equipment placed within the turbidity curtain enclosure prior to the 
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accumulated sediment removal inside this area throughout the duration of the dry dock 
deconstruction work.   

3.3      Sediment Removal from Ballast Tanks 

A. General 

The Contractor shall remove all accumulated sediment, to the extent practicable, 
contained within the 24 ballast tanks on the two dry docks, as identified on the 
Contract Drawings.  Removal of the accumulated sediment is anticipated to 
occur using a diver-assisted hydraulic dredge.  Dredging equipment and methods 
proposed for use by the Contractor shall be designed to minimize the dispersion 
of resuspended sediments during completion of the sediment removal activities. 
Material (including ballast tank sediment and lake water) removed from the 
ballast tanks is anticipated to be discharged into a holding tank, lined container, 
settlement basin, or equivalent placed on a barge located outside of the enclosed 
turbidity curtain to allow for the suspended sediment to settle to the bottom of the 
container. Once settling has occurred, the Contractor shall discharge the 
overlying visually clear water in the container back into the lake, within the area 
of the enclosed turbidity curtain.  
The discharge of accumulated sediment from the dry docks into the lake shall not 
be allowed.  Additionally, decanting of the water off of the accumulated sediment 
outside of the turbidity curtain enclosure is also prohibited. The Contractor shall 
immediately notify the Engineer if the Contractor observes that sediment pumped 
up from the ballast tanks enters the water or if water drained off of the 
accumulated sediment enters the water outside the turbidity curtain during 
removal, transport, or transloading activities. 
Should any violations of allowable water quality values be observed outside of 
the turbidity curtain during the sediment removal from ballast tanks activities, the 
Contractor shall immediately adjust operations to comply with water quality 
criteria and notify the Owner, Engineer, and any other Agencies as required by 
the permits governing water quality impacts. 
Following the removal of accumulated sediment from the ballast tanks on both 
dry docks, the post-sediment removal inspection will be completed inside all the 
ballast tanks to document that sediment removal activities are complete.   

B. Best Management Practices 

The following BMPs will be implemented to minimize the impacts to the aquatic 
environment during the sediment removal and disposal activities: 

• The turbidity curtain will not be opened during sediment removal 
activities. The equipment inside of the turbidity curtain will remain there 
throughout the deconstruction work and after the work has been 
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completed until suspended sediment within the turbidity curtain is reduced 
to acceptable levels, determined by the Engineer.   

• All vessels operating at the site will be prevented from grounding in the 
lake sediment. However, an equipment barge located within the enclosed 
turbidity curtain will be allowed to spud into position.  Also, one piece of 
deconstruction debris transfer equipment will be allowed to spud only 
once throughout the entire project outside of the turbidity curtain 
enclosure, as discussed in Section 01500.   

• The Contractor shall monitor the integrity of the turbidity curtain on a 
frequent basis and will conduct routine visual inspections for any floating 
debris outside the turbidity curtain. Any debris observed outside of the 
turbidity curtain will be immediately removed by the Contractor. 

• Transfer of the sediment from the hull chambers via the hydraulic dredge 
to a container on a barge outside of the turbidity curtain shall not occur 
over open water. The Contractor shall place an apron between the 
turbidity curtain and the barge during the transfer process to collect 
potential sediment and turbid water that may be spilled during the transfer 
process and prevent this material from entering the lake (outside the 
turbidity curtain). 

• Water overlying the settled accumulated sediment shall only be decanted 
back to the lake water located inside of turbidity curtain.  Return water 
draining from the container or tank shall be visually clear.  Sediment 
should be allowed to settle and return water carefully decanted so that 
only clear water is returned to the lake or return water could be filtered 
prior to discharge to the lake.  Accumulated sediment removed from the 
ballast tanks shall not be discharged into the lake. 

3.4. Sediment Transportation 

The Contractor shall transport the sediment and remaining water in containers by barge 
to a transload facility.  From the transload facility, the Contractor shall be responsible for 
transporting the accumulated sediment to the Industrial Services, Inc. facility located at 
5400 W. Marginal Way SW in Seattle, Washington for disposal.  The Contractor shall 
coordinate delivery of this sediment to this facility with Greg Dehaan at (206)730-9771. 
The sediment shall be transported inside water-tight containers from the deconstruction 
area to the Industrial Services, Inc. facility and the sediment shall arrive at the facility to 
meet the following disposal requirements: 

• The sediment shall be delivered in a vehicle capable of dumping out the 
sediment.  Acceptable vehicles include lined dump trucks or mud or 
dewater boxes.  The Contractor shall coordinate with Industrial Services, 
Inc prior to disposal of sediment to ensure that the proposed disposal 
vehicle is acceptable. 

• The sediment shall arrive at the facility with no free standing water.   
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• If the water has free standing water, the Industrial Services, Inc. facility 
shall charge the contractor a fee of $10 per ton for dumping the sediment.  

The Contractor shall propose a location for the transload facility to be reviewed and 
commented on by the Owner.   

3.5 Final Examination 

The Engineer will review and comment on the Contractor provided post-sediment 
removal inspection data and video from the diver survey of the ballast tanks and the 
Contractor Daily Activity Reports for the sediment removal. Should any deviation from 
specified criteria be disclosed by this examination, the Contractor will be required to 
correct the Work to the satisfaction of the Engineer. 
When the sediment removal from ballast tank activities is found to be complete and in 
satisfactory condition, the work will be accepted. 

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment associated with Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and 
Disposal shall be made under the lump sum bid item for Ballast Tank Sediment Removal 
and the unit price bid item for Ballast Tank Sediment Disposal.  The Contractor shall 
refer to the project bid descriptions following the Bid Form for additional description 
regarding measurement and payment for these bid items. 

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Description of Work  

The Work includes deconstruction of the two wood dry docks from the location where 
they are currently sunk on the sediment surface in southern Lake Washington as shown 
on the Contract Drawings.  The Contractor shall remove the dry dock deconstruction 
debris generated from this work from the Site, place the debris on barges, and transfer 
all debris material to an acceptable permitted Subtitle D landfill.  The deconstruction 
work shall be performed in an area (i.e., the deconstruction area) enclosed by a full-
depth, anchored turbidity curtain.  Specifications regarding installation and maintenance 
of the turbidity curtain at the Site are presented in Section 01500 – Temporary Facilities 
and Controls. 
The state-owned aquatic lands on which the dry docks are located are part of the 
Quendall Terminals Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) Superfund site that is managed by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA). Contaminated sediment is present in the general location 
where the dry docks are currently sunk and is associated with historical creosote 
manufacturing and transfer operations that once operated at the Site. As part of the 
former creosote manufacturing facility on the adjacent upland property, a wooden T-
Dock structure was constructed and used to transfer tar feedstock from tankers and 
barges from Lake Washington to the upland operational areas.  The dry docks are sunk 
just to the north of where the historical T-Dock transfer operations occurred. While most 
of the T-Dock structure has been removed, remnants are still present on the Superfund 
site.  The location of the former T-Dock structure is shown in the Contract Drawings. 
Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are the primary components of coal tar and 
creosote and have been identified at elevated concentrations in surface and subsurface 
sediment in the general vicinity of the dry docks. Dense non-aqueous phase liquid 
(DNAPL) has also been observed in the sediment in this area at depths from 0 to 5 feet 
below the mud line. 
The Work shall be performed in accordance with the Contract Drawings and Technical 
Specifications presented herein.  

1.2 Job Conditions 

A. Description of Dry Docks 

The dry docks are each approximately 240 feet long (200 feet at the waterline 
plus two 20 foot aprons), 65 feet wide, and 30 feet tall (including the 20 foot tall 
wingwalls). Even though the dry docks are sunk, the upper portions of the 
wingwalls extend approximately 5 to 10 feet above the lake surface.  The dry 
docks are primarily wood structures.   
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The Contractor shall refer to the Background Materials made available by the 
Owner: 

• Dry dock schematics; 
• Various dry dock photographs showing the structures in raised and 

sunken conditions;   
• December 2007 diver inspection report and video completed by 

Global Diving and Salvage (2008); 
• 2006 deconstruction assessment report prepared by RE-USE 

Consulting; and 
• 2008 Hazardous Materials survey report completed by Environmental 

Associates, Inc. (EAI).   
Information contained in these Background Materials shall be used by the 
Contractor to assist in understanding the nature and composition of the 
structures, their existing condition, damage that has been incurred since their 
sinking, magnitude of expected deconstruction debris that will be generated for 
disposal, and the general nature of the deconstruction debris with regards to 
hazardous materials. 

B. Deconstruction Area and Presence of Contaminated Sediment 

The dry docks are currently sunk on state-owned aquatic lands within Lake 
Washington that is designated as a harbor area and is managed by the Owner. 
Two abandoned wood dolphin piling structures are located between the two dry 
docks.  These dolphins will not be removed as part of this Work.  Water depth in 
the general vicinity of the dry docks is approximately 25 feet. 
The dry docks are currently resting on sediment that has been designated for 
CERCLA Superfund cleanup action by USEPA.  Contamination that has been 
identified in the sediments within the area of the dry docks is associated with past 
creosote manufacturing operations and may contain products such as oils (non-
aqueous phase liquid (LNAPLs) and DNAPLs).  The Contractor shall understand 
that work associated with deconstruction of the dry docks may involve handling 
contaminated sediment and other sources of contamination.   
Contractor deconstruction activities shall be completed in a manner that 
minimizes disturbance to the surrounding surface and subsurface sediments 
when working adjacent to or within the site sediments.  The Contractor’s work 
plans shall acknowledge the presence of contaminated sediments and other 
products at the site and present means and methods by which this material will 
be handled if encountered during deconstruction activities. 
 

DNR-005143



DIVISION 2 – SITE WORK 
Section 02410 – Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris 
Transfer, and Disposal  

Lake Washington Dry Docks 
Removal Project 

 

F:\projects\DNR-LWDD\T8000 Construction 
Management\Construction Plans and 
Specs\082808_Dry Dock Specifications.doc 
08/28/08   

Page 02410-3 WDNR Technical 
Specifications

Project No. DNR 08E16 
 

C. Underground Utilities 

 There are buried utilities in Lake Washington located to the north of the Site.  The 
approximate locations of these utilities are shown on the Contract Drawings.  A 
map showing the locations of the utilities easements is included in the 
Background Materials.  It is the Contractor’s responsibility to avoid all damage to 
buried utilities in the vicinity of the deconstruction area.  

1.3 Submittals 

The Contractor shall provide the following submittals in accordance with Section 01310 - 
Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points, and as further specified below. 

A. Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan  
B. Contractor Daily Activity Reports  
C. Post-Deconstruction Diver Survey and Debris Removal Plan 

 
D. Debris transportation and disposal documentation including truck trip 

weight tickets, bills of lading, and facility disposal records 
1.4 Permits 

The Contractor shall refer to Section 01110 – Summary of Work for information 
regarding permits for the Work. The Contractor shall be responsible for reviewing, 
understanding, and adhering to all conditions of the permits.  Any conflicts between 
these Technical Specifications and the issued permits shall be brought to the attention of 
the Owner.  Nothing whatsoever shall be deemed to authorize violation of these permits. 

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Products that are required to accomplish or be incorporated into the work of this section shall be 
selected by the Contractor and be subject to approval of the Engineer. 

PART 3 – EXECUTION 

3.1 Quality Control 

A. Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan 

The Contractor shall develop and submit a Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan, as 
part of the Quality Control Plan, which addresses the following: 

• Sequence and schedule of work, which shall include but is not limited 
to mobilization, commencement of deconstruction activities, 

DNR-005144



DIVISION 2 – SITE WORK 
Section 02410 – Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris 
Transfer, and Disposal  

Lake Washington Dry Docks 
Removal Project 

 

F:\projects\DNR-LWDD\T8000 Construction 
Management\Construction Plans and 
Specs\082808_Dry Dock Specifications.doc 
08/28/08   

Page 02410-4 WDNR Technical 
Specifications

Project No. DNR 08E16 
 

anticipated rate of deconstruction while working on different portions 
of the dry docks (wing walls and hulls), management of 
deconstruction debris within the work area, haul schedule, upland 
transfer and disposal schedule, cleanup of the site, and 
demobilization.  This schedule should also contain sequencing with 
other work including installation, maintenance, and removal of the 
turbidity curtain, accumulated sediment removal from the dry dock 
ballast tanks, and thin sand layer placement. 

• Best Management Practices (BMPs) that will be implemented during 
the deconstruction activities to identify how sediment disturbance will 
be minimized and dry dock debris disposal activities to satisfy permit 
requirements and the Owner’s project goals.  Particular attention shall 
be paid to BMPs that will be implemented when performing 
deconstruction activities near or within the sediment surface adjacent 
to and below the dry dock footprints (i.e., deconstruction of the dry 
dock hulls).  These BMPs shall also address potential response 
actions that will be implemented in the event a release of 
contamination (DNAPL or LNAPL ) is observed. 

• A detailed description of the deconstruction methods, procedures and 
equipment to be used for the deconstruction of the dry docks, which 
shall include efforts to minimize disturbance to adjacent surface and 
subsurface sediments.  This description shall include hours of 
operation; anticipated time to complete each activity, and equipment 
type, size, and capacity. 

• A detailed description of the methods, procedures, and equipment to 
be used for the transport of the dry dock deconstruction debris to a 
Contractor-selected transload facility. 

• Procedures for staging and moving deconstruction equipment 
(including dewatering and haul barges) during the deconstruction 
activities.  Specific plan requirements regarding equipment staging at 
the Site are presented in Section 01500 – Temporary Facilities and 
Controls. 

• Methods and procedures for disposal of the dry dock deconstruction 
debris, as well as disposal of any sediment that accumulates on the 
barges throughout the deconstruction activities. 

• A location for the proposed transloading facility where the dry dock 
deconstruction debris will be transferred for upland disposal, including 
approval for the Contractor to use the proposed transload site. 
Information on the proposed transload facility should also include that 
is an appropriately permitted facility for transloading and the methods 
and BMPs for the transload operations to prevent any debris, 
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leachate, or contaminated stromwater runoff from leaving the transfer 
area or storage facility.  

• The proposed haul route from the Site to the transload facility.  
• Procedures for emergency spill containment and removal operations, 

including procedures for containment and cleanup of potential sheens 
that may arise as part of the deconstruction activities.   

• Methods and procedures for cleanup of the site following 
deconstruction of the dry docks.  

• Project coordination procedures with the Owner and Engineer 
Deconstruction activities shall not begin until the Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan is 
reviewed and commented on by the Engineer.  Once reviewed and commented 
on, all deconstruction work shall be conducted in accordance with the Dry Dock 
Deconstruction Plan. 

B. Contractor Daily Activity Reports 

The Contractor shall prepare and maintain a daily report of operations as 
described in Section 01310 - Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points.  
During the dry dock deconstruction activities these daily activity reports shall 
include the area deconstructed that day and to date and the quantity of dry dock 
debris exported off-site for disposal (reported in tons). 

C. Post-Deconstruction Diver Survey and Debris Removal Plan 

The Contractor shall conduct a diver survey of the sediment surface over the 
deconstruction area (the entire area enclosed by the turbidity curtain) following 
deconstruction and removal of the two dry docks.  The purpose of this survey is 
to identify all dry dock debris that remains on the sediment surface following 
completion of the deconstruction work. Results of the post-deconstruction dive 
survey shall be submitted to the Engineer for review and comment. Based on the 
results of the survey, the Contractor shall collect any dry dock debris identified in 
the survey to the extent practicable. The method by which the Contractor 
proposes to complete these activities shall be presented in the Post-
Deconstruction Diver Survey and Debris Removal Plan and included as part of 
the Quality Control Plan. 

3.2 Preparation  

The Contractor shall provide, install, and maintain a turbidity curtain enclosing the two 
dry docks and minimizing the footprint of the deconstruction area to the greatest extent 
practicable, as discussed in Section 01500 – Temporary Facilities and Controls.  Site 
access and setup is also discussed in Section 01500.  The turbidity curtain will be placed 
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as close as possible to the dry docks, while allowing for deconstruction operations to be 
effectively and efficiently completed in a manner that ensures the turbidity curtain will 
remain intact. 
The Contractor shall keep the deconstruction equipment barge, placed within the 
turbidity curtain enclosure prior to start of deconstruction activities, inside this area 
throughout the duration of the deconstruction work.  One debris/dewatering barge may 
also be located within the enclosed turbidity curtain provided that this debris/dewatering 
barge fits within the minimized turbidity curtain enclosure footprint of the two dry docks 
and the deconstruction equipment barge. The Contractor shall not locate deconstruction 
debris transfer equipment within the turbidity curtain. Additionally, the Contractor shall 
stage all other deconstruction equipment outside the enclosed turbidity curtain area and 
shoreward of the outer harbor boundary to minimize potential hazards to vessel 
navigation unless otherwise approved by the Washington Department of Natural 
Resources (WDNR) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
Prior to deconstruction of the dry docks, the Contractor shall also remove accumulated 
sediment from within the dry dock ballast tanks as shown on the contract Drawings and 
described in Section 02310 – Ballast Tank Sediment Removal and Disposal. 

3.3 Deconstruction 

A. General 

The Contractor shall deconstruct the two dry docks from their existing location 
within Lake Washington as shown on the Contract Drawings and according to the 
means and methods described in the Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan.  
The techniques and methods outlined in the permit applications and discussed 
with the permitting agencies for the in-place deconstruction of the dry docks are 
described below. These techniques are assumed and represent the project 
activity descriptions that are anticipated to be approved in the permits.   
In order to satisfy permit conditions and minimize disturbance to the existing 
sediment surface, the Contractor shall only be allowed to use an excavator with a 
thumb for all deconstruction activities associated with the dry docks.  
Deconstruction equipment that will result in a greater degree of disturbance such 
as a clamshell, shall not be allowed for deconstruction of the dry docks. The dry 
dock debris will be carefully removed using the thumbed excavator (as described 
in the Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan) and placed on a debris/dewatering barge 
located either inside or outside the enclosed turbidity curtain.  When transferring 
the deconstruction debris to a barge (either a debris/dewatering barge or a 
transfer barge) located outside of the turbidity curtain, a spill apron shall be 
placed between the barge inside the turbidity curtain and the barge outside the 
turbidity curtain to collect any deconstruction debris or sediment that may be 
dropped during the process of placing deconstruction debris onto the barge 
outside the turbidity curtain. 
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The Contractor shall utilize standard BMPs (i.e., filter fabric and hay bales) to 
assist in controlling the dewatering process. Descriptions of these dewatering 
BMPs shall also be included in the Contractor’s Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan.  
Additionally, the Contractor shall submit a contingency plan (as part of the Dry 
Dock Deconstruction Plan) that will define procedures to be implemented in the 
event a water quality exceedence is observed outside the turbidity curtain and is 
associated with debris dewatering activities. 
If the debris/dewatering barge is placed outside of the turbidity curtain, the dry 
dock debris may be transferred from the debris/dewatering barge to a transfer 
barge, also located outside the enclosed turbidity curtain area as necessary.  
This transfer could occur using the barge mounted excavator located within the 
turbidity curtain or another derrick barge mounted with a crane or excavator 
located outside of the turbidity curtain.  A spill apron shall also be placed 
between the debris/dewatering and transfer barges as debris is transferred from 
one barge to the other.     
Deconstruction methods shall be modified by the Contractor according to the 
contingency plan if results of the Owner-conducted water quality monitoring 
indicate that allowable water quality compliance criteria exceedences are 
occurring outside the enclosed turbidity curtain.  
Following the deconstruction of the dry docks, the post-deconstruction diver 
survey shall be completed by the Contractor over the entire deconstruction area.  
The Contractor shall remove all substantial dry dock debris observed on the 
sediment surface during the survey to the extent practicable. 
Once dry dock deconstruction activities are complete, the turbidity curtain shall 
remain in place until suspended sediment generated by the construction activities 
settles out and returns to the sediment surface within the deconstruction area. It 
is currently estimated that a one-week (or 7-day) time period will be required 
following completion of deconstruction activities to allow for suspended sediment 
to settle and water quality parameters to be in compliance with permit 
requirements (as discussed in Section 02484 – Thin Sand Layer Placement). 
Once water quality requirements are satisfied within the deconstruction area as 
determined by the Engineer, the Contractor shall place a thin sand layer over the 
entire deconstruction area, as described in Section 02484 – Thin Sand Layer 
Placement and then shall remove the turbidity curtain as described in Section 
1500 – Temporary Facilities and Controls. 

B. Best Management Practices 

The following BMPs will be implemented to minimize the impacts to the aquatic 
environment during dry dock deconstruction activities: 

• The turbidity curtain will not be opened throughout the deconstruction 
activities and will be designed to minimize the  deconstruction area as 
closely as possible to the footprint of the dry docks and the Contractor’s 
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deconstruction equipment barge while still allowing the Contractor to 
complete deconstruction activities. The deconstruction equipment located 
inside the turbidity curtain will remain there throughout the deconstruction 
work and after the work has been completed until suspended sediment 
within the turbidity curtain is reduced to acceptable levels as determined 
by the Engineer.  

• The Contractor shall clearly describe in the Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan 
how each portion of the dry docks (wing walls and hull chambers) will be 
deconstructed to attempt to minimize disturbance of sediment adjacent to 
and beneath the dry docks.  The Contractor shall work cooperatively with 
the Engineer during deconstruction activities to ensure that risks 
associated with sediment disturbance and contamination release are 
minimized. 

• Grounding of vessels within the lake sediment shall not be allowed, 
however, the deconstruction equipment barge located within the turbidity 
curtain will be allowed to spud into position at the Site. Also, one piece of 
deconstruction debris transfer equipment will be allowed to spud only 
once throughout the entire project outside of the turbidity curtain 
enclosure, as discussed in Section 01500.   

• The Contractor shall monitor the integrity of the turbidity curtain on a 
frequent basis and will conduct routine visual inspections for any floating 
debris outside the turbidity curtain. Any debris observed outside of the 
turbidity curtain shall be immediately removed by the Contractor. 

• Transfer of the dry dock debris from within the turbidity curtain to 
deconstruction equipment located outside the turbidity curtain shall not 
occur over open water. The Contractor shall place an apron between the 
deconstruction equipment during the transfer process to capture potential 
debris and turbid water that may be spilled during the transfer process. 

• Deconstruction activities will be conducted using procedures that 
minimize the amount of disturbance to the sediment surface as described 
above.  Any sediment that accumulates on the deconstruction equipment 
and dewatering barges as a result of this work will be collected by the 
Contractor following completion of the deconstruction activities and 
transported to a Subtitle D landfill. 

• Dewatering of the dry dock deconstruction debris shall occur either 
outside or inside the turbidity curtain area provided that water quality 
BMPS can be maintained and that water quality criteria can be satisfied.  
Return water draining from the dewatering barge shall be filtered through 
straw bales and geotextile fabric.   

• If non-aqueous phase liquid (NAPL) is observed (by oily sheen) to be 
released into the water column within or outside the enclosed turbidity 
curtain as a result of the deconstruction or debris handling activities, the 
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Contractor shall immediately deploy additional sorbent booms or other 
sorbent materials as necessary to capture the NAPL. 

3.4 Transportation of Deconstruction Debris 

A. General 

The Contractor shall transport the dry dock deconstruction debris by barge to a 
transload location proposed by the Contractor.  From the transload site, the 
Contractor shall responsible for transferring the deconstruction debris to the 
uplands and transporting the material to a permitted Subtitle D landfill. 
The dry dock deconstruction debris shall be transferred from the barge directly 
into transport containers with impermeable liners once the debris is cut down to a 
size suitable for loading into the containers. Empty containers may be loaded 
onto the transfer barge, filled with debris, and then transferred off of the barge to 
minimize the potential loss of material when transferring to the uplands.  
The Contractor shall propose a location for the transload facility to be reviewed 
and commented on by the Owner.   
Following deconstruction of the dry docks, sediment that accumulated on the 
deconstruction equipment barges shall be collected, placed in lined transport 
containers and transported to a permitted and acceptable Subtitle D landfill.   
Discharge of dry dock deconstruction debris, sediment, or drainage water while 
transporting materials to the transload site shall not be allowed.  The Contractor 
shall immediately notify the Engineer if dry dock deconstruction debris, sediment, 
or drainage water enters the surrounding water column during transport or 
transloading activities. 

B. Best Management Practices 

The following BMPs will be implemented to minimize the impacts to the 
environment during deconstruction transportation activities: 
• Erosion control materials (i.e., straw bales and filter fabric) will be placed 

around the deconstruction debris on the transport barge while it is being 
towed from the project site to the transload facility. 

• The upland containers in which the dry dock deconstruction debris is placed 
will be lined with impermeable liners prior to be being filled.  The Contractor 
may choose to load deconstruction debris directly into lined containers on the 
transfer barges if feasible to do so.  Procedures by which these activities will 
be completed shall be included in the Contractor’s Dry Dock Deconstruction 
Plan. 
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3.5 Sequence of Deconstruction Work 

Deconstruction activities shall not begin until accumulated sediment from within the dry 
dock ballast tanks has been removed as described in Section 02310 – Ballast Tank 
Sediment Removal and Disposal and the Dry Dock Deconstruction Plan has been 
reviewed and commented on by the Engineer. 
In accordance with Section 01310 - Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points, the 
Contractor shall notify the Engineer before deconstruction activities begin at the Site so 
that Owner-conducted water quality monitoring activities may begin concurrently with 
deconstruction activities.  Additionally, the Contractor shall notify the Engineer prior to 
deconstruction activities commencing on dry dock hulls and ballast tanks so that water 
quality monitoring activities may be resumed as necessary.  

3.6 Water Quality Control 

The Contractor is responsible for implementing deconstruction activities and BMPs that 
will maintain Water Quality criteria as defined in the Department of Ecology 
Administrative Order, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Water Quality Permit, and 
applicable local, state, and federal standards. The Contractor shall have in place a Dry 
Dock Deconstruction Plan (see Paragraph 3.1 of this specification) listing BMPs that will 
be utilized during deconstruction activities to prevent adverse effect to water quality and 
discusses contingency measures that may be implemented should they become 
necessary.   
Violations of any water quality requirement listed in the permit documents may result in 
work stoppage by regulators and liquidated damages may be assessed by the owner as 
described in the general conditions of these contract documents if a work stoppage 
occurs.   

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment for activities associated with Dry Dock Deconstruction, Debris 
Transfer, and Disposal will be made under unit cost bid item for Dry Dock Deconstruction, 
Debris Transfer, and Disposal.  The Contractor shall refer to the project bid descriptions 
following the Bid Form for additional description of measurement and payment for these 
activities.   

END OF SECTION 
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PART 1 – GENERAL 

1.1 Description of Work  

The Work includes furnishing all the materials, labor, and equipment necessary to place 
an average of 6-inches of clean sand over the entire deconstruction area enclosed by 
the turbidity curtain.  Placement of this sand layer shall occur following the completion of 
the deconstruction activities and settlement of suspended lake sediment within the 
turbidity curtain to acceptable levels approved by the Engineer.  It is currently estimated 
that a one-week (7-day) time period will be required for suspended sediment to settle 
following completion of deconstruction activities and prior to the start of Thin Sand Layer 
Placement activities. This one-week time period should be used for the purposes of 
bidding. Water quality monitoring will be performed by the Engineer during this time 
period to verify that water quality requirements within the enclosed turbidity curtain area 
have been satisfied. 

1.2 Submittals 

The Contractor shall provide the following submittals in accordance with Section 01310 - 
Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points, and as further specified below. 

A. Sample and Product Data for Sand  
B. Sand Placement Plan  
C. Contractor Daily Activity Reports  
D. Quality Control Data 

1.3 Permits 

The Contractor shall refer to Section 01110 – Summary of Work for information 
regarding permits for the Work. The Contractor shall be responsible for reviewing, 
understanding, and adhering to all conditions of the permits.  Any conflicts between 
these Technical Specifications and the issued permits shall be brought to the attention of 
the Owner.  Nothing whatsoever shall be deemed to authorize violation of these permits. 

PART 2 – PRODUCTS 

Sand shall be natural, native, and free of contaminants, including debris or recycled materials.  
The Contractor shall provide documentation of the origin of the Sand.   
The Contractor shall provide the Engineer with an acceptable volume of sample of the proposed 
Sand material.  Each sample shall be representative of the Sand to be imported.  Samples shall 
be provided 14 days before delivery of the materials to the site.  Upon receipt of the sand 
sample from the Contractors, the Engineer will conduct testing for chemical analyses of the 
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Sand material to verify it meets the project specification requirements for chemistry and 
gradation as described below. The material will be considered acceptable based on the initial 
chemical analyses unless another borrow site is used, which will require additional chemical 
analyses to be performed prior to acceptance.   
The Engineer will conduct sampling of the Sand samples for grain size distribution analysis.  
Acceptance of the Sand material is contingent upon conformance of the samples to grain size 
distribution requirements and fines content (i.e., material smaller than the #200 sieve).  The 
Sand shall conform to the following grain size distribution requirements as delivered to the 
jobsite: 

Percent Passing by Weight Sieve 
Sizes Upper Limit Lower Limit 

3/8-Inch 100 100 
#4 100 85 

#10 45 25 
#40 10 2 

#200 2 0 
 
PART 3 – EXECUTION 

3.1 Quality Control  

 A. Sand Placement Plan 

The Contractor shall develop and submit a Sand Placement Plan, as part of the 
Quality Control Plan, which addresses the following: 

• Sequence and schedule of work; 
• A detailed description of the methods and procedures to be used for 

the placement of an average of 6 inches of sand material throughout 
the enclosed deconstruction area; 

• Equipment type, size, and capacity; 
• BMPs that will be implemented during the sand placement activities; 

and 
• Protection of the environment. 

The Sand Placement Plan must be reviewed and commented on by the Engineer 
prior to the start of the Contract Work. Once reviewed and commented on, the 
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sand placement work shall be conducted in accordance with the Sand Placement 
Plan. 

B. Contractor Daily Activity Reports 

The Contractor shall prepare and maintain a daily report of operations as 
described in Section 01310 - Submittals, Meetings, and Notification Points.  
During the thin sand layer placement activities these daily activity reports shall 
include the area where sand placement occurred that day and to date, barge 
displacement measurements (if applicable), and the quantity of sand placed 
(reported in tons). 

3.2 Sand Layer Placement 

 A. Preparation   

The placement of the sand layer over the deconstruction area can occur once the 
suspended lake sediment resulting from the deconstruction activities has been 
reduced to acceptable levels in the water enclosed within the turbidity curtain as 
determined by the Engineer. The estimated time period for allowance of 
suspended sediment to settle is one week (7-days) following completion of 
deconstruction activities. The Contractor shall coordinate with the Engineer and 
provide assistance (vessel support) for water quality monitoring activities to be 
completed within the turbidity curtain area. 
Following completion of deconstruction activities and once the Owner and 
Engineer has determined that water quality conditions within the enclosed 
turbidity curtain area are met, a small portion of the turbidity curtain may be 
submerged by the Contractor to allow the Contractor’s equipment used for the 
placement of the sand layer to access the deconstruction area.  The remainder of 
the turbidity curtain will remain in place throughout the placement of the sand 
layer.  The Sand Placement Plan shall include a detailed description of how 
construction equipment required for sand placement activities will be mobilized 
into the work area. 

B. Placement 

  1. General 

The thin sand layer shall be placed as an average thickness of 6 inches 
over the entire area enclosed by the turbidity curtain (also referred to as 
the deconstruction area).  Sand shall be placed in a gradual manner that 
minimizes disturbance to the lake bottom sediments throughout the 
deconstruction area.  The Contractor shall provide a detailed description 
of proposed sand placement techniques in the Sand Placement Plan that 
will minimize disturbance to the lake bottom sediments and that will 
ensure an average thickness of 6 inches is placed over the entire 
deconstruction area.  
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The turbidity curtain will remain in place during the placement activities, 
with the exception of the small section of the turbidity curtain that may be 
submerged to allow access by the construction equipment to the area as 
necessary. The Contractor shall take care not to disturb the turbidity 
curtain during the sand layer placement.   

2. Best Management Practices 

During sand placement activities, the following BMPs shall be 
implemented to minimize water quality impacts. 

• Placement of the thin sand layer shall be completed in a manner 
minimizing disturbance to the sediment surface.   

• Stockpiling and regrading of sand material on the sediment 
surface after placement shall not be allowed. 

3.3 Final Examination 

The Engineer will review and comment on the Contractor provided quality control data and the 
Contractor Daily Activity Reports for completion of the sand layer placement activities.  
Acceptance of the Work will be based on the Contractor’s ability to document that the equivalent 
of an average of 6-inches clean sand was placed throughout the deconstruction area.  When 
sand layer placement activities are found to be complete and in satisfactory condition, with 
regard to lateral extent and thickness criteria, the Work will be approved by the Engineer. 

PART 4 – MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 

Measurement and payment for activities associated with Thin Layer Sand Placement will be 
made under the lump sum bid item for Place 6-Inch Sand Layer.  The Contractor shall refer to 
the project bid descriptions following the Bid Form for additional description of measurement 
and payment for these activities.   

END OF SECTION 
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NOTES 

1. CONTRACTOR SHALl. REFER TO 2008 REPORT AND DIVER 
VIDEO (PROVIDED IN lHE BACKGROtN) 
DOCUIAENTS)PREPARED BY GLOBAL DMNG AND SALVME 
REGARDING EXIS11NG STRUClliRAL CONCillON OF lliE 
DRY DOCKS. 

2. CONTRACTOR SHALl. REIAOVE A<lCU>1ULATED SEDII\I:NT 
FROM ALL 12 BAllAST TANI<S ON DRY DOCK #8 AND All. 12 
BALLAST TANI<S ON DRY DOCK trr. 

3. CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO SAMPLING AND 
ANAL Y11CAL DATA S~w.RY MEMORANDUM (PROVIDED IN 
THE BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS) FOR.ACCU\'IULATED 
SEDIMENTS CONTAINED WITHIN lliE LAKE WASHINGTON 
DRY DOCKS' BAI.J.A8T TNI<B (FLOYDISNIDER2008) FOR 
INFORMATlON ON SEDIMENT ACCUI.U..A110N AND 
SEDIMENT ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR EACH OF THE 
BALLAST TANKS. 

4. CONTRACTOR SHALl. DESIGN AND MAINTAIN FULl. DEPTH 
ANCHORED TURBIDITY CURTAIN SURROUNCING ll£ WORK 
AREA /IS DESCRIBED IN TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 
SECTlON 01500.. 

5. CONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE SIZE OF WORK AREA 
ENCLD8ED BY THE TURBICITY ClRTAIN AS Q.OSE /IS 
POSSIBLE TO FOOTPRINT OF DRY DOCKS AND THE 
DEOON81RJCT10N EQUIPMENT Boi\RGE. 

8. CONTRACTOR SHALL ALLOW SUFFICIENT llME FOR FISH 
REMOVAL ACTIVI11ES FROM THE DECONSTRUCTION AREA 
PRIOR TO START OF BALLAST TANK SEDIMENT REMOVAL 
AC11VTTIES, AS DESCRIBED IN THE TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATlONS. 

7. CONTRACTOR SHALl. PERFORM BALLAST TANK SECIMENT 
REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL ACTIVITIES ACCORDING 10 
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATlON SECTlON 02310. 

8. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE WATER QUALITY BMPII FOR 
HANDLING AND TRANSFI:R OF THE ~ULATED 
SEDIMENT AS PART OF THE BALLAST TANK SECIMENT 
REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL PLAN. 

9. CONTRACTOR SHALl. PERFORM A POST -SEDII\I:NT 
REMOVAL DIVER VIDEO INSPECTION FOLLOWING 
COMPLETlON OF REMOVAL OF THE ACCUMULATED 
SEDIMENT FROM All. THE BAI.l.AST TANKS. 

10. CONTRACTOR SHALL PREPARE A BALLAST TAl« SEDIMENT 
REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL PLAN IN ACCORDANCE wrT1i 
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATlON SECTlON 02310. 
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S AT 5400 W. MARGINAL WAY SW IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 

11. ESTIMAlES OF ACCU!A.JLATED SECIMENT THICKIIESS IN 
THE BALLAST TANKS RANGE FROM 1 m 31NCHE& 
CONTRACTOR SHALL REFI:R TOll£ 2008 FLOYDISNIDER 
ACCUMI.LATED SEDIMENT SAMPUNG ANl ANAL YllCAL 
DATA SUMMAIRY MEMORAND~ (PROVIDED IN THE 
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS) FOR AODillONAL 
INFORMATlON. 

Iii FOR DISPOSAL AS DESCRIBED IN TECHNICAL 
~ SPECACATION SEC110N 02310. 11:11 
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INNTER AND OUTER HARBOR COORDINATES
NAME NORTHING EASTING
OHL‐1 198956 1302295
OHL‐2 197655 1300979
IHL‐1 198638 1302812
IHL‐2 197406 1301569
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DATE BY REVISION 

I-- DECONSlRUCTION AREA :ci'l'l[I'Eit---------l 
(ENCLOSED BY FULL·DEPni ANCHORED TURBIDITY CURTAIN) 

TlJRBIDITY CURTAIN AND ANCHOR 
SYSTEU (DETAIL TO BE 
PROVIDED BY CONTRACTOR) 

SECTION 

GRAPHIC SCALE 
0 IS Jll 60 

NOTES 

1. AERIAL PHOTO INFORMATION OBTAINED FROM USDA NATIONAL AGRICULTURE 
IMAGERY PROGRAM (NAIP)DATED JUNE 2Dil6. 

2. AERIAL PHOTO SHOWS ONE DRY DOCK IN RAISED CONDITION AND ONE DRY DOCK 
IN A SUI'f<EN CONDillON. BOl1H CRY DOCKS ARE ~RENTLY IN SUNKEN 
CONCillON. 

3. CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIGURE THE DECONSTRUCllON AREA SO THAT THE 
TURBIDITY CURTAIN AND ALL DECONSTRUCTlON EQIIPMENT IS LOCATED BE"M!:Bij 
Tit: OUTER AND INNER HARBOR UNES UNLESS OTHER'NISE APPROVED BY WDfiR 
INNER AND OUTER HARBOR UNE COORDINATES ARE PROVIDED IN NAD 83, 
WASIINGTON STATE PLANE NORTH DATUM .AS SHOv.N IN THE TABLE ON THIS 
CONSTRUCllON DRAWING. 

4. CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO 2008 REPORT AND DIVER VIDEO (PROVIDED IN Tit: 
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS) PREPARED BY GLOBAL DIVING AND SAI.VNJE. 
REGARDING EXISTING STRUCTURAL CONDITION OF THE DRY DOCKS. 

5. CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SI.AIEY REPORT 
(PROVIDED IN THE BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS) PREPARED BY ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSOCIATES, INC.(20DB) FOR INFORMATION REGARDING MATERIAL COMPOSillON 
OF THE STRUCTURES. 

8. CONTRACTOR SHALL DESIGN AND MAINTAIN FUU.DEFTHANCHORED ~lOllY 
CURTAIN AS DESCRIBED IN TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 01500. 

7. CONTRACTOR SHALL MIIIIMI2E SIZE OF WORK AREA ENCLOSED BY TURBIDrTY 
~AIN AS CLOSE AS POSSIBLE TO FOOTPRINT OF DRY DOCKS AND Tit: 
DECONSTRUCTION EQIIPMENT BARGE 'MilLE MEEllNG ALL DEBRIS HANCUNG 
BMPa AND WATER QUAUTY CRITERIA. THE DEWATERING BARGE MAY BE PLACED 
INSIDE THE TURBIDITY CURTAIN BUT MUST BEwrTHINTit: liNIMIZED FOOTPRINT. 

8. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT OPEN TURBIDITY CURTAIN ONCE DEOONSTRLICI10N 
ACTMTlES HAVE BEGUN UNllL PROJECT IS COMPLETED AND WATER QUAUTY 
PERI:IT CONDillONS ARE SATISFIED. 

9. CONTRACTOR SHALL PERIFORM CECONSTRUCTlON ACT1VIl1ES ACCORDING TO 
REQIIREI:IENTS SPECIFIED IN THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICAllONS. 

10. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE EROSION AND WATER QUALITY BMPa FOR HANDUNG 
AND TRANSFER OF DECONSTRUCTION DEBRIS AS PART OF Tit: DRY DOCK 
DECONSTRUCllON PLAN. 

1211 

11. CONTRACTORSHALLALLOWFORSUFFICIENTTIME FOR FISH REMOVALAClMTIES 
FROM lHE DECONSTRUCTION AREA PRIOR m 1lE START OF DECON81RUCT10N 
ACTMllES AS DESCRIBED IN THE TEatNICAL SPECIFICATIONS. 

12. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ACCESS TO A VESSEL FOR WATER QUAUTY 
MONITORING FOLLOWING COMPL.ETlON OF DECONSTRUCllON ACTIVITIES AND 
f>RIOR TO REMOVAL OF THE 1\JRBIDrTY CURTAIN. 

13.. CONTRACTOR SHALL AVOID DROPPING DEBRIS MATERIAL WHEN TRANSFERRING 
DECONSTRUCTION DEBRIS OUTSIDE THE ENCLOSED neiDITY CURTAIN AREA 
(SEE TEatNICAL SPECIFICATION SECllON 02410).. 

1:4.. CONTRACTOR SHALL IMMEDIATELY REMOVE ANY FLOATING DEBRIS MATERIAL 
OBSERVED OUTSIDE THE TURBIDITY aJfn'AIN. 

15. CONTRACTOR SHAll. PERFORM A DIVER DEBRIS VIDEO INSPECllON SURVEY 
FOLLOWING COMPLEOON OF DECONSTRUCTION ACTMTIES TO IDENTIFY 
REMAINING DEBRIS TO BE REMOVED (SEE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTlON 
02410~ 

18. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT REMOVE TURBIDITY aRTAIN UNTlL THE WORK IS 
COMPLETE AND APPROVED BY WDNR. 

17. CONTRACTOR SHALL PREPARE A TURBIDrTY CURTAIN PLAN, DRY DOCK 
DECONSTRUCTION PLAN, f>OST-CECONSTRUCTlON AND DIVER SURVEY AND DEBRIS 
REMOVAL PLAN, AND A SAND PLACEMENT PLAN IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
TECHIIICAL SPECIFICATIONS. 

18. CONTRACTOR SHALL PLACE A SPILL APRON BETWEEN THE DECONSTRUCTION 
EQUIPMENT BARGE AND DEWATERING BARGE WHEN DEBRIS IS TRANSFERRED 
OUTSIDE THE TURBIDITY CURTAIN OR HANDLED BETWEEN 1lE DEWATERING AND 
DEBRIS TRANSFER BARGE& 

19. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE ALLOWED TO SPUD DECONS1RUCT10N EQUPMENT 
WITHIN THE ENCLOSED TURBIDITY CURTAIN. Tit: CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO BE 
ALLOWED TO SPUD ONE PIECE OF EQUIPMENT ONE lli:IE TIROUGHOUT THE 
DURATION OF THE PROJECT OUTSIDE THE TURBIDrTY CURTAIN. 

20. CONTRACTOR MAY DEWA TER DECONSTRUCllON DEBRIS EJTlER OUTSIDE OR 
INSIDE THE TURBIDITY CURTAIN PROVIDED Tit: DEWATERING ACTMTIES ARE IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICAllONS.. 

LAKE WASHINGTON DRY DOCKS REMOVAL PROJECT 
DRAWN: B.T.S. PROJECT NO.: ONIH'II(lD 

DESIGN: M.W. SCALE: AS SHOWN 

•• WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF PROJECT NO.: DNR-08E16 
~r Natural Resources 

CHECKED: K.S. DATE: 8 /21/08 
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ID Task Name Duration Start
1 Mobilize Concrete Removal Equipment to Site 4 days Mon 12/8/08

2 Position Barges within Site & Install 2 days Fri 12/12/08

3 Break and Remove Concrete 6 days Mon 12/15/08

4 Allow 2 Working Days for Weather, Etc. 2 days Mon 12/22/08

5 Diver Inspection/Verification Survey 1 day Wed 12/24/08

6 Perform Base Contract Cleanup As Necessary 1 day Sat 12/27/08

7 Allow Settlement of Suspended Sediment 3 days Mon 12/29/08

8 Remove Curtain 2 days Fri 1/2/09

9 Place Thin Sand Cap 3 days Mon 1/5/09

10 Demobilize 0 days Wed 1/7/09 1/7

30 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10111213141516171819202122232425262728293031 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
November 30 December 7 December 14 December 21 December 28 January 4

Task
Split
Progress

Milestone
Summary
Project Summary

External Tasks
External Milestone
Deadline

LAKE WASHINGTON DRYDOCK REMOVAL
DNR08-E16

PROPOSED SCHEDULE INCLUDING CONCRETE BALAST REMOVAL

Page 1

Project: Conc Removal Proposed Sche
Date: Mon 12/8/08

DNR-005162



December 5, 2008 

 

Greg Anderes 

Pacific Pile & Marine 

 

 

Dear Mr. Anderes, 

In response to your December 2, 2008 letter, please consider this a notice to proceed on the initial effort 

at removing the concrete ballast for the lump sum $33,460 and the continued contract unit price per ton 

of $402 for removal and disposal.  We understand that this includes six working days of concrete 

breaking work. At this time we are not authorizing additional concrete/wood removal work beyond that 

initial six day demo period for the additional $16,--- /day but we will re-evaluate the potential for 

additional work days & payment after the concrete demo has started.  This price includes six days of 

actual work time and does not include down time. 

The end of the original contract time clock is Sunday December 7.  Under a previously requested change 

order we added two calendar days to the clock for the piling removal which would bring the start of this 

change order to Wednesday December 10.  Per your December 2, 2008 letter we are willing to extend 

the contract by an additional 10 calendar days.  Two for the “extra work” items required by our permits 

with EPA and the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation including the turbidity curtain 

inspections and plaque removal; and eight for the concrete-related delays to date.  We are denying the 

additional days requested for the windstorm per ____ section of the contract.  We are denying the days 

requested due to the lock closure because it is well published and can be worked around with additional 

barge. 

Per your e-mail December 5, 2008 we are granting you 19 additional calendar days for the concrete 

removal portion of the project.    If the equipment installer is not available on your timetable please let 

us know ASAP. 

 
If you have any questions please contact me or Erin Muldoon. 

Melissa MOntgomery 

DNR-005163
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From: Erin Breckel [Erin.Breckel@floydsnider.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2009 8:43 AM
To: MONTGOMERY, MELISSA (DNR)

Cc: 'Priddy.Lynda@epamail.epa.gov'; MattWoltman
Subject: Dry Dock GPS Coordinates

Attachments: Lake Washington Dry Dock Concrete Coordinates.pdf; Lake Washington Dry
Dock Dolphin Coordinate Plot.pdf; Lake Washington Dry Dock Sand Placement

Grid.pdf

Melissa -

Attached is a figure (which includes GPS coordinates) that Pacific Pile and Marine (PPM) has provided showing
the corners of the remaining dry dock hulls at the site. PPM has also put together a similar figure for where the
cutoff dolphin pilings are located (second attached figure). The third figure attached shows the area where the
sand was placed at the site. PPM said that a bucket of sand was placed at each intersection in the grid and that
they avoided placing sand over the remaining dry dock sturctures as best they could.

Erin Breckel

FLOYD|SNIDER
601 Union Street, Suite 600
Seattle, WA 98101
tel: 206.292.2078
fax: 206.682.7867
erin.breckel@floydsnider.com

Page 1 of 1
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From: Erin Breckel
To: MONTGOMERY, MELISSA (DNR)
Cc: "Priddy.Lynda@epamail.epa.gov"; MattWoltman
Subject: Dry Dock GPS Coordinates
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2009 8:43:48 AM
Attachments: Lake Washington Dry Dock Concrete Coordinates.pdf

Lake Washington Dry Dock Dolphin Coordinate Plot.pdf
Lake Washington Dry Dock Sand Placement Grid.pdf

Melissa -
 
Attached is a figure (which includes GPS coordinates) that Pacific Pile and Marine (PPM) has provided
showing the corners of the remaining dry dock hulls at the site.  PPM has also put together a similar
figure for where the cutoff dolphin pilings are located (second attached figure).   The third figure
attached shows the area where the sand was placed at the site.  PPM said that a bucket of sand was
placed at each intersection in the grid and that they avoided placing sand over the remaining dry dock
sturctures as best they could. 
 
 
Erin Breckel
FLOYD|SNIDER
601 Union Street, Suite 600
Seattle, WA  98101
tel: 206.292.2078
fax: 206.682.7867
erin.breckel@floydsnider.com
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From: SHOEMAKER, MONICA (DNR)
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2009 11:39 AM
To: MONTGOMERY, MELISSA (DNR)
Subject: RE: Dry Dock GPS Coordinates

Thanks! I sent the info to NOAA so they will update their charts to reflect the changes.
m

Monica Shoemaker
Natural Resource Specialist
WA State Department of Natural Resources
950 Farman Avenue North
Enumclaw, WA 98022

Phone: (206) 799-2949
Fax: (360) 825-1672
www.dnr.wa.gov

From: MONTGOMERY, MELISSA (DNR)
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2009 8:52 AM
To: SHOEMAKER, MONICA (DNR)
Subject: FW: Dry Dock GPS Coordinates

Here is the complete set of coordinate drawings. I think I also have a table with the coordinates.

Melissa Montgomery
Derelict Vessel Removal Program
Washington Dept. of Natural Resources
360-902-1574
1111 Washington St SE
PO Box 47027
Olympia, WA 98504-7027

From: Erin Breckel [mailto:Erin.Breckel@floydsnider.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2009 8:43 AM
To: MONTGOMERY, MELISSA (DNR)
Cc: 'Priddy.Lynda@epamail.epa.gov'; MattWoltman
Subject: Dry Dock GPS Coordinates

Melissa -

Attached is a figure (which includes GPS coordinates) that Pacific Pile and Marine (PPM) has provided showing the
corners of the remaining dry dock hulls at the site. PPM has also put together a similar figure for where the cutoff
dolphin pilings are located (second attached figure). The third figure attached shows the area where the sand was
placed at the site. PPM said that a bucket of sand was placed at each intersection in the grid and that they avoided
placing sand over the remaining dry dock sturctures as best they could.

Erin Breckel

FLOYD|SNIDER
601 Union Street, Suite 600
Seattle, WA 98101
tel: 206.292.2078
fax: 206.682.7867
erin.breckel@floydsnider.com
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October 3, 2008 

 

 

 

Ken Pritchard 

King County Water and Land Resources Division 

King Street Center 

201 S Jackson Street Suite 600 

Seattle WA  98104 

 

Dear Mr. Pritchard: 

 

Thank you for mailing back the signed agreement for the Water and Land Resources Division 

Grant for the Lake Washington dry docks removal project (KCDNR #D38561D, WDNR # IAA 

09-83).  I have attached a request for payment of One-hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000) for 

costs that we have incurred under this project to date.  Please send payment to: 

  

 Washington State Dept of Natural Resources 

 Financial Mgmt Division 

 PO Box 47041 

 Olympia WA  98504-7041  

 

I enclosed a copy of the invoice that Pacific Pile and Marine sent us for this stage of the project.  

The project officially began on September 11, 2008.  The contractor has mobilized to the site and 

has installed the turbidity curtain.  The divers have been working to remove the contaminated 

sand blast grit from the site and should be finished this week.  The actual deconstruction phase of 

the project will begin next week. 

 

I have attached a copy of a letter that we sent to area homeowners on September 8, 2008 for your 

records. 

 

Thank you for your support on this project. If you need any additional documentation for this 

request for payment please let me know.  I will send you a summary report when we have 

finished the project. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Melissa Montgomery 

Derelict Vessel Removal Program 

 

Enclosures 

DNR-005171



 

 

 

December 3, 2008 

 

 

 

Suzanne Dale Estey 

City of Renton  

Renton City Hall 6
th

 Floor 

1055 South Grady Way 

Renton, WA 98057 

 

Dear Ms. Dale Estey: 

 

Thank you for mailing back the signed agreement for the Lake Washington dry docks removal 

project (WDNR # IAA 09-38).  I have attached a request for payment of Two-hundred Thousand 

Dollars ($200,000) for costs that we have incurred under this project to date.  Please send 

payment to: 

  

 Washington State Dept of Natural Resources 

 Financial Mgmt Division 

 PO Box 47041 

 Olympia WA  98504-7041  

 

I enclosed a copy of the invoice that Pacific Pile and Marine sent us for this stage of the project.  

At this time the dry docks have been removed from the site except for the concrete poured in the 

keel. We are working with the contractor on the completion phase of the project to remove as 

much of the concrete as possible. 

 

Thank you for your support on this project. If you need any additional documentation for this 

request for payment please let me know.  I will send you a summary report when we have 

finished the project. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Melissa Montgomery 

Derelict Vessel Removal Program 

 

Enclosures 
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Dear Mr. Pritchard, 

Please accept the attached report and supporting documents as our close-out report for the Lake 

Washington Dry Dock removal project.  The project was completed in early January but we have been 

working out final costs and contract issues.  The financial close-out will be mailed once all of the bills 

have been settled.  Thank you for your support on this project.   If you have any questions please let me 

know.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

Melissa Montgomery 

DNR-005173



 Department of Natural Resources 

 CONTRACT COVER SHEET 

TRACKING NUMBER 

08-AQ DIV-8/27/08 
 

(Year-Division/Region Acronym-Date-Document No.) 

 
FINAL REVIEW 
Review/Signature List: 

(Initial Box After Review) 

Brief Summary:  This Interagency Grant Agreement secures King County’s $100,000 

contribution the Lake Washington Drydocks Removal Project.   They want four originals. 
    

  

 Melissa Montgomery 

  

 Rich Doenges 

 Fran McNair 

       

       

       

       

ORIGINATOR’S INFORMATION 
From Division/Region:  Derelict Vessel Removal Program 

Originator/Contact:  Melissa Montgomery 

Phone:  (360) 902-1574, Extension:        or cell 

Date:  5/3/07 

Subject/Agreement No.:    

CONTRACT INFORMATION 

Type of Contract:  Grant Award (if other, describe):        

Contractor Name:  King County 

Original Contract Amount:  They are awarding us $100,000 

      
Original Contract Term and Dates:  August 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008 

      
Amended Contract Amount:        

      
Amended Contract Term and Dates:        

      
DETAILED FUNDING INFORMATION 

EXPENDITURE 

Fund(s)/Appropriation(s): $100,000 Prgm. Index: 39V 

Trust(s):  Project Code: OOB 

Object Info:        Sub-object:       

Do you wish to have these funds encumbered?  No (If yes, please contact Finance.) 

 
REVENUE 

Fund(s):        Trust(s):       

Revenue Source:       Sub-source:        

REVIEWER COMMENTS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Return fully executed document to:  Josina Bohmer-Tapia or Melissa Montgomery 

 
If you have any questions or updates regarding this form, please call Farra Arnold at (360) 902-1055. 
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Discussion Outline for King Co/Renton meeting 

 
 Describe DVRP (PowerPoint?) 

- Authorized public entity status and jurisdiction. 

- Nature of threat, prioritization, actions taken thus far on dry docks. 

 

 Timelines 

- Proposed legislative change (discuss), session ends March 9.  

- If approved, legislative changes are effective 90 days after adjournment (June 8, 

2006). 

- Custody of first dry dock will exist on March 10, w/ 20-day appeal period ending 

March 30.  

- Additional custody process necessary on second dry dock (50 days from date of 

posting), e.g., if posted March 10, full custody on April 29, 2006.   

- RFP, (after custody) 2 weeks for bids, 1 week to decide and award contract.  

(Again, using March 10 posting date, contract could be awarded around May 20, 

2006.   

 

 Action Plan 

- Interest in being involved as joint authorized public entities.  Most desirable 

arrangement is a three-way split of all costs for removal and disposal.   

- Levels of involvement: funding, staff time, haul out and/or storage locations, 

landfill use, equipment use. 

- IAA outlining funding, logistics, reimbursement.  DNR could facilitate billing.   

- RFP preparation (in consideration of above-mentioned aspects of involvement). 

- Plans for removal. 

* Move to new location/haul out. 

* Dismantle in place. 

* Other removal/disposal strategies per contractor proposals 

- Plan for disposal 

*  Landfill 

*  Other disposal options in consideration of King Co. or Renton resources 

*  Resale? 

 

 Ancillary Issues/Other 

- EPA, contaminated sediments.  We need hold harmless agreements from PRP’s.  

Letter from EPA?  BMP’s in removal proposal must be addressed in RFP and 

bids. 

- Mercer Island contribution. 
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Washington Department of Natural Resources 

Lake Washington Dry Docks Removal Project

Engineer's Cost Estimate

ACTIVITY QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST NOTES

MOBILIZATION AND DEMOBILIZATION 1 LS $76,000 $76,000 Assumes time to load equipment at Contractor yards and time to move to project site.  Cost for mobilization of ballast tank 
removal equipment is included.

Subtotal: $76,000
TURBIDITY CURTAIN

Purchase Turbidity Curtain 1 LS $40,000 $40,000 Silt curtain sized to surround both dry docks including anchors and line. 
Setup and Maintain Turbidity Curtain 1 LS $25,000 $25,000 Includes effort for routine inspection and maintenance of the turbidity curtain throughout duration of project.
Remove and Dispose of Turbidity Curtain 1 LS $23,000 $23,000 Includes cost for removal form site, transport, offloading, and disposal at an acceptable landfill facility.

Subtotal: $88,000
BALLAST TANK SEDIMENT REMOVAL 

Diver-Assisted Hydraulic Sediment Removal 1 LS $325,000 $325,000
Assumes cost for all diver-assisted sediment removal using hand-held hydraulic dredge, dredged material settling and 
preparation for transfer and offsite disposal, and completion of diver video survey to document that all ballast tank sediment has 
been removed.

Subtotal: $325,000
BALLAST TANK SEDIMENT DISPOSAL

Tow Sediment to Transload Site and Transload to Uplands 1 LS $10,000 $10,000 Effort to tow dredged sediment and remaining water to transload site in containers for transload to the uplands. Assumes one 
tow is required to transport all dredged sediment and remaining water.

Sediment Transport and Disposal 400 TON $100 $40,000 Unit rate assumes cost for short truck haul to  disposal facility, transfer of material into lined rail cars, transport by rail to landfill, 
and tipping fee at approved Subtitle D disposal facility.

Subtotal: $50,000
DRY DOCK DECONSTRUCTION, DEBRIS TRANSFER, AND DISPOSAL 

Deconstruction of Dry Docks 1 LS $208,000 $208,000 Assumes demolition crew working off a spud barge with large excavator and loading debris onto another barge located within 
the silt curtain. Includes post-deconstruction diver survey effort to insure all debris removed.

Transfer Debris to Barge Outside Silt Curtain 1 LS $78,000 $78,000 Assumes transfer crew using floating crane to move deconstruction debris from within the deconstruction area to a transfer 
barge located outside the turbidity curtain.

Tow Debris to Transload Site and Offload 1 LS $143,000 $143,000 Deconstruction debris towed to transload site of Contractor's choice and offloaded into trucks for transport to disposal facility.  
Cost assumes that 4 to 6 tow loads will be required for all deconstruction debris.

Debris Transport and Disposal 4,000 TON $75 $300,000 Unit rate assumes cost for short truck haul to  disposal facility, transfer of material into lined rail cars, transport by rail to landfill, 
and tipping fee at approved Subtitle D disposal facility.

Subtotal: $729,000
PLACE 6-INCH SAND LAYER

Downtime for Water Quality Restoration 5 DAY $11,000 $55,000 Assumes 1 week (up to 7 total days) for water to clear so that sand placement activities can begin.  
Purchase and Place Layer of Sand 3,400 TON $15 $51,000 Assume 6 inch layer of sand to be placed using careful methods over entire deconstruction area.

Subtotal: $106,000

$1,374,000
$137,400

$1,511,000
Notes:

1) Cost estimate represents assumed project conditions without final receipt of all permits.  Project costs may be adjusted pending final permit stipulations and requirements.
2) TCLP analysis is currently being performed on dry dock ballast tank composite sediment sample to confirm Subtitle D landfill disposal is acceptable.

Subtotal:
CONTINGENCY (10 PERCENT)

TOTAL COST

F:\projects\DNR-LWDD\T4000 Design and Bid Package Preparation\\Engineers Cost Estimate_050708 Engineer's Estimate
 03/07/2008 Page 1 of 1

Lake Washigton Dry Docks
Engineer's Cost Estimate
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Dear Sen Prentice, 

 

If you go to Page 180 of the House budget document, Sec. 308(16), you will see that 

funding for removal of the "dry docks" in Renton that had been inserted into the 

2007-09 budget is left as an FY 2008 expenditure item.  DNR had made an agency 

request -- incorporated into the Governor's proposed 2007-09 budget -- that moves 

the funding into FY 2009.  This is to allow time for the planning, permitting, and 

contracting processes connected with the removal to be completed.  The timeline 

needed to be drawn out in order to adequately address environmental concerns, 

Superfund liability and to make sure the project could be accomplished in a fiscally 

responsible manner.  

 
At the direction of the Legislature, the DNR 2007-09 bienium budget included $1,000,000 for FY 

08 to remove one or two floating drydocks off Lake Washington near the Port Quendall 

Terminals site in north Renton.  In order to remove the drydocks, DNR is required to get various  

permits (SEPA, Habitat Project Approval, Shoreline Management Act, Army Corps Of 

Engineers) to work in the water.  Those permits limit the time of the year that in-water work can 

be conducted to avoid impacts to endangered salmon migrating through the project area.  This 

“fish window” does not allow for in-water work between January and mid-July.  Additionally, the 

drydocks are sunk on a Superfund site so DNR must coordinate with EPA and the Potentially 

Responsible Parties at the site to avoid spreading contamination and increasing the state’s 

liability.  Due to the complexities of the site, DNR needs to resolve the permitting and site use 

uncertainties before putting the final project to bid.  Requesting bids when permit conditions are 

uncertain would have caused contractors to increase their bids and make it unlikely DNR will be 

able to complete the project within budget.   These permitting, contractual and logisitical 

complexities have taken more time than anticipated and DNR has determined there is insufficient 

time to remove the drydocks before the fish window closes and weather becomes a limiting 

factor.  DNR has hired a consultant to work through the permitting and site logistics.  We have 

evaluated the best options for removal, chosen an option and started the permitting process.  We 

are working on the project design now. Funds permitting, we expect to have a salvage contractor 

lined up to start work at the opening of the fish window in July 08.   

 

Therefore, DNR is unable to expend the entire $1,000,000 to remove the drydock in Fiscal Year 

08. However, the entire appropriation, with additional local government support, is necessary to 

successfully remove the drydocks.  Without the entire funding amount, DNR will be unable to 

complete the entire vessel removal project. DNR is requesting a supplemental appropriation of 

the remainder of the $1,000,000 for FY 09 to remove one or two floating drydocks off Lake 

Washington near the Port Quendall site in north Renton.  
 

 

There are two drydocks in Lake Washington near the Port Quendall Terminals that are derelict 

and need to be removed in order to avoid ongoing environmental damage and human health and 

safety issues.  The 2007 Legislature recognized the importance of removing the dry docks and 

appropriated one-time funds towards the projected costs.  The 07-09 Biennial Budget appropriated $1 

million for fiscal year 08 specifically for removal of the vessels.  In order to meet the FY08 

approptiation deadline, DNR needed to get permits in place and go through the public works 

process to secure a contractor to remove the drydocks.  The permits do not allow for in-water 

work from January through mid-July.  The vessels are sunk on a Superfund (CERCLA) site and 

all work proposed at the site must be coordinated with EPA and the potentatially responsible 

parties at the site.  Therefore, DNR would have had to secure permits, site use permission and a 

public works contractor very early in the biennium in order for work to be completed by 
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November when the mud at the proposed adjacent demolition site became a limiting factor for the 

least expensive removal option.  Time requirements for the permit application processing by the 

regulators and public works contract process did not allow DNR to start this work in the 

summer/fall of 2007.  In order to remove the drydocks from Lake Washington, DNR will have to 

get the permits, site use and contract in place during FY08 so that the removal can occur in FY09.  

 

Fish Window—the work window is determined by the Washington Department of Fish and 

Wildlife’s Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) permit.  For Lake Washington the permitted fish 

window for in-water work is limited to July 16
th
 through December 31

st
.   

 

Demolition site conditions—the upland demolition site is prone to deep, soft muddy conditions in 

winter months.  For environmental protection and operational reasons, it is critically important to 

have the site as dry as possible during the disposal operations, which effectively reduces the work 

window to mid July through September.  It will be important to ensure that contaminants in the 

drydocks do not mix with the mud, preventing their mobilization into water causing run off into 

the groundwater or lake water. 

 

Superfund site— DNR will need to resolve liability issues with the Potentially Responsible 

Parties (PRPs) prior to raising the drydocks.  DNR and its contractor will also need to be fully 

aware of EPA’s Best Management Practices (BMPs) and other site constraints prior to initiating 

removal operations—this will take some time.  Depending on the liability agreement specifics, 

EPA may require more marine sediment samples to be taken around the dry docks by EPA’s 

divers who are unavailable until late August 2007.   

 

Permits—a number of permits will need to be acquired for this complicated removal and 

disposal, including a new permit factor imposed under a new federal Nationwide permit.  The 

project plan must be known before permit applications can be submitted.  Conversely, without 

knowing permit conditions and constraints, it is very difficult to devise a project plan.  In reality, 

project planning will require meetings with regulators, so the scope of work can be designed in 

conjunction with the regulators’ condition setting. 

 

Progress to date 

DNR has initiated planning discussions with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

and obtained their support for pursuing an upland disposal option.  DNR has identified a disposal 

site—previously the most ambiguous component of the removal and disposal plan, and the one 

with the highest range of cost implications.  DNR can confirm that an upland site adjacent to the 

current dry docks location will be used for demolition.  Securing this site as the disposal location 

will result in considerable logistical efficiencies that will reduce the overall cost of the project 

significantly. 

 

By the end of October DNR will have hired a consultant to design the removal project, and obtain 

permits so that we can obtain cost-effective bids for the actual removal project. 

 

Narrative Justification and Impact Statement 

How this decision package contributes to one or more of (l)  the agency’s strategic plan, (2) 

statewide results or strategies identified by a POG team, (3) enabling the state to do a better job 

with one or more of the listed activities. 

Goal: 

 Trust assets are continually enhanced and managed to generate substantial financial 

support for current and future trust beneficiaries 
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o Ensure our natural resource decisions are scientifically sound and incorporate 

state of the art management principles. 

o Manage Risk to limit agency liability. 

 Aquatic Resources are managed to optimize the full range of public benefits 

o Manage risk to meet the multiple objectives of state-owned aquatic lands. 

POG: 

 Improve the quality of Washington’s natural resources 

Activity: 

 Aquatic Lands Environmental Management (Contaminated Sediments, Derelict Vessel, 

Dredge, Spartina) 

 

 

Performance Measure Detail 

 

Activity                                                                                                                        Incremental 

Changes 

No incremental Change;  The outcome will be removal of the dry dock in Lake Union FY 2008

 FY 2009 

By the end if fiscal year 2009. 

Performance Measure(s) 

(If one or more of the activity performance measures DNR reports on is affected by the decision 

package, please identify the expected incremental change in annual performance targets for each 

measure for each applicable fiscal year.  If the decision package will contribute to some other 

ongoing activity result, program should  establish a new performance measure.  See “reason for 

change” section for performance changes not applicable to this section.) 

 

 

Reason for change: 

(Use this section if the decision package is expected to bring about a change that would not be 

relevant as an ongoing measure of activity results rather than creating a new performance 

measure.  What problem is being addressed?  What kind of change in results or performance can 

be expected if this proposal is implemented?) 

This is a one-time budget request for the removal, demolotion and disposal of one or two derelict 

drydoccks in Lake Washington. 

 

 

Impact on clients and services: 

 

Impact on other state programs: 

Total project cost—the total cost for removal and disposal of the dry docks is likely to exceed the 

proviso appropriation in the 07-09 Biennium budget bill.  King County has committed to 

providing financial help.  The City of Renton is continuing to work to identify funds to 

supplement the project. 

 

 

Relationship to capital budget: 

None 

 

Required changes to existing RCW, WAC, contract, or plan: 

No 
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Alternatives explored by agency: 

DNR has assessed its ability to cover drydock removal costs with its 2007-09 appropriation from 

the Derelict Vessel Removal Account. The original program estimate for removal and disposal 

was around $200,000 per dry dock.  However, the presence of asbestos and heavy metals 

contamination, technical and permitting difficulties associated with operating on a Superfund site 

and the limited number of shipyards capable of handling 200-foot long ships caused estimates to 

range up to $2 million for removal and disposal of both vessels.  Since the DVRP did not have 

adequate funds to pay for the removal of the vessels, program staff ensured they were secured in 

place at their present location and mitigated any immediate threats. 

 

Another alternative was to rely on local jurisdictions to remove the vessels and then recover 90% 

of the expenditures from the derelict vessel removal fund as requested through the DNR program.  

The 2007-09 DVRA approproiation would not cover all of the costs associated with the drydock 

removal without severely limiting the ability of DNR to act on other derelict vessels. 

 

Budget impacts in future biennia: 

 

This is a one-time request with no expectation that future biennia budgets would be affected. 

 

Distinction between one-time and ongoing costs: 

 

This is a one-time request. 

 

Effects of non-funding: 

The affect of non-funding woud likely be that the derelict drydocks would remain in place until 

state or local funding could be secured to remove them.  The dry docks are sunk on a Superfund 

site, over which EPA has jurisdiction.  The vessels themselves contain creosote, asbestos and grit 

contaminated with high concentrations of highly toxic, bioaccumulative heavy metals. The risk 

associated with the contaminants as well as the navigational hazard would remain.  

 

Expenditure Calculations and Assumptions: 

 

Object Detail                                                                       FY 2008               FY 2009         Total 

 

 A Salaries And Wages   

 B Employee Benefits   

 E Goods And Services   

 G Travel 

 C Contracts $1,000,000  

 T Agency Administration  

Total Objects  $1,000,000  
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D E PA R T M E N T  O F  N A T UR A L  R E S O U R C E S  A N D  P A R K S  

W A T E R  A N D  LA N D  R E S O UR C E S  D I V I S I O N  
 

U N I V E R S A L  G R A N T  A P P L I C A T I O N  F O R M  

2008 
D o  n o t  u s e  f o r  C o m m u n i t y  S a l m o n  F u n d  o r  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  S t ew a r d s h i p  
N e t w o r k  g r a n t s  a s  w e l l  a s  S m a l l  C h an g e  f o r  a  B i g  D i f f e r e n c e  g r an t s  [ u n d e r  
$ 2 , 5 0 0 ]   

 
 

What’s New in 2008: 
 
W a t e r W o r k s :   T h e  m a x i m u m  aw a r d  i s  n o w  $ 6 0 , 0 0 0  
 
W i l d  P l a c e s  i n  C i t y  S p a c e s  g r a n t s  ( u p  t o  $ 1 0 , 0 0 0 )  a r e  n o w  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  p r o j e c t s  
l o c a t e d  i n  r u r a l  a r e a s  o f  K i n g  C o u n t y  bu t  w i t h i n  t h e  U r b an  G r o w t h  A r e a s  ( UG A )  o f  
i n c o r po r a t e d  c i t i e s  s u c h  a s  D u v a l  N o r t h  B en d  a n d  E n u m c l a w .   F o c u s  p o i n t s  w i l l  b e  
a d d e d  t o  p r o j e c t s  t h a t  a r e  l o c a t e d  w h e r e  t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  p r i v a t e  a n d  p u b l i c  l a n d  u s e  
w i t h i n  a  o n e - h a l f  m i l e  r a d i u s  i s  l e s s  t h an  2 5 %  g r e en  s p a c e  ( e x c l u s i v e  o f  n o n -
a g r i c u l t u r a l  h i g h l y  m an a g e d  l a n d s c a p e s  s u c h  a s  g o l f  c o u r s e s ,  l aw n - c o v e r e d  c i t y  
p a r k s  a n d  c e m e t e r i e s ) .  
 
O n - s i t e  S p i l l  “ F i r s t  A i d ”  R e s p o n s e :   A  $ 1 0 , 0 0 0  g r a n t  w i l l  b e  aw a r d e d  
c o m p e t i t i v e l y  f o r  t h e  d e v e l o pm en t  a n d  d i s s e m i n a t i o n  o f  a  j o b  s i t e  s p i l l  r e s po n s e  
p r o t o c o l  f o r  m i n o r  s p i l l s .   A m o n g  o t h e r  c o m po n en t s ,  t h e  p r o t o c o l  w i l l  i n c l u d e  w h a t  
t o  d o ,  w h a t  e qu i pm e n t  t o  h a v e  o n  s i t e  a n d  w h o  t o  n o t i f y .  T h e  p r o t o c o l  m u s t  b e  
c o m p l i a n t  w i t h  h e a l t h  s a f e t y  r e gu l a t i o n s  a s  w e l l  a s  s p i l l  r e s p o n s e  r e g u l a t i o n s .  T h i s  
g r a n t  i s  a  p a r t n e r s h i p  b e t w e en  K i n g  C o u n t y  a n d  D B M  C o n t r a c t o r s ,  I n c .   
 
F o c u s  P o i n t s :   F o c u s  p o i n t s  w i l l  o n l y  b e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  s a l m o n  h a b i t a t  p r o j e c t s  
s e e k i n g  W R I A  s u p po r t  a n d  f o r  W i l d  P l a c e s  i n  C i t y  S p a c e s  p r o p o s a l s  ( s e e  a bo v e  f o r  
d e t a i l s ) .  
 
 

What,  When, Where to Submit 
 
I f  f i l i n g  b y  m a i l ,  s u b m i t  o n e  c o p y  o f  t h i s  a pp l i c a t i o n  a n d  1 0  c o p i e s  o f  a n y  a t t a c h m e n t  
a s  d e s c r i b e d  o n  t h e  f i n a l  p a g e  o f  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n .  F o r  e l e c t r o n i c  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n ,  a l l  a t t a c h m e n t s  m u s t  b e  e l e c t r o n i c  f i l e s  o r  l i n k s  t o  w eb  p a g e s .  T o  b e  
c o n s i d e r e d  f o r  a  c o m pe t i t i v e  g r an t ,  t h e  d e ad l i n e  f o r  s u bm i t t i n g  a n  a p p l i c a t i o n  w i l l  b e  

Apr i l  15 ,  2008.   

 

  S T A N D A R D  M A I L :   K e n  P r i t c h a r d ,  K i n g  C o u n t y  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  
a n d  P a r k ,  W a t e r  a n d  L a n d  R e so u r c e s  D i v i s i o n ,  G r a n t  E x c h an g e ,  K i n g  S t r e e t  
C e n t e r ,  2 0 1  S o u t h  J a c k s o n  S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  6 0 0 ,  S e a t t l e ,  W A  9 8 1 0 4  

  E L E C T R O N I C  M A I L :  e - m a i l  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  k en . p r i t c h a r d @ k i n g c o u n t y . g o v  
 
 
F o r  m o r e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  h e l p  w i t h  t h i s  a pp l i c a t i o n ,  p l e a s e  c o n t a c t  K e n  
P r i t c h a r d  b y  E - m a i l  t o  K e n . p r i t c h a r d@ k i n g c o u n t y . g o v   o r  c a l l  2 0 6  2 9 6 -
8 2 6 5 .  
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND PARKS 
WATER AND LAND RESOURCES DIVISION 

UNIVERSAL GRANT APPLICATION 
2008 

Note: Shaded fields will expand as you type   

Applicant: Washington  Department of Natural Resources) 
Project title: Lake Washington Clean Up:  Removal of Two Derelict Dry Docks 
Contact: Melissa Montgomery Phone: 360-902-1574 Fax: 360-902-1786 
E-mail: melissa.montgomery@dnr.wa.gov Web Site: 

www.dnr.wa.gov/RecreationEducation/Topics/DerelictVessels  
Employer ID#:       
Address: 1111 Washington St SE, PO Box 47027 
City: Olympia State: WA Zip: 98504 
Body of water or watershed of project: Lake Washington 
Community where project is located: In Lake Washington between Renton and Mercer Island 
Street location or address of project: The location where the dry docks are currently sunk is near the eastern 
shore of Lake Washington, north of the mouth of May Creek in the W ½ of the SW ¼ Section 29, Township 24N, 
Range 5E.  The site is located on state-owned aquatic land that is within the Harbor Area of Lake Washington.  
The King County parcel number for this aquatic land is 2924059014.  The nearest upland site has an address of 
4503 Lake Washington Blvd, Renton, WA. 
Alternate contact:       Phone:       E-mail:       
Brief Project Statement (3 short sentences max.) 
Deconstruct and remove two derelict vessels that are currently sunk in Lake Washington. 
Request: $ 100,000 Date of request: May 16, 2008 
 
Be sure to include and checkmark the following prior to sending your application: 
 

  The cover page 
  The diagnostic page 
  The project narrative (3 pages maximum) 
  The financial information page and the Scope of Work 
  A cover letter signed by a person allowed to approve a legal agreement with King County 

 
IF APPLICABLE: 
 
 The Multi-Phased/Multi-Year Project Addendum 
 Conservation Crew Days Request Addendum 
 Focus Points For Salmon Habitat Restoration Addendum 
 
OPTIONAL: A fact sheet or brochure on your organization describing its history and accomplishments, site maps, etc. 
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Which one of the following grant funds are you applying for? 
Though it is not necessary to choose a grant program at this time, do note that each one will have different 
requirements regarding project location, type of project, project activities, spending and match. Please read 
guidelines for each grant (listed at http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wlr/pi/grants.htm or contact us for copies). 
 
Select one grant fund only  
Note maximum requests: 

 WATERWORKS ($60,000)  
 WILD PLACES IN CITY SPACES ($10,000) 
 ON-SITE SPILL “FIRST AID” RESPONSE ($10,000) (Note changes in eligibility conditions) 

 
Before you apply: 
1. Have you received a King County, an NRSN or a Community Salmon Fund award greater than $2,499 this 

year? Yes  No  
If YES, you are not eligible for an award greater than $2,500 until next year. 

 
2. Have you received a competitive grant from King County or from the Community Salmon Fund for each of the 

previous three years?  Yes  No  
If YES, you must wait until next year  before reapplying for an award greater than $2,500. 
 
3. Is this the third year you are seeking funding for this project?   Yes  No 
If YES, this project is not eligible for a competitive grant. 
 
4.  Have you received any King County funding other than the above grants in the last three years?  If yes,     please 

explain below: 

N/A 

Phone numbers, addresses and e-mail addresses will be made public (e.g., request from the public or listed in a 
publication). 

 "Please do not publish this information" 
 "King County may publish this information except for..." (Identify information to be excluded): 
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DIAGNOSTIC INFORMATION 
PROJECT FOCUS 
What is the focus of your project? Choose one only: 

WATER QUALITY, DRAINAGE, OR WATER-RELATED HABITAT PROTECTION OR 
IMPROVEMENTS Examples: Restoring a marsh, planting streamside shading vegetation, removing a 
culvert, removing noxious aquatic weeds 
 

BIOSOLIDS APPLICATION OR REUSED WATER (Including stormwater) OR LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT 
Examples: Using composted biosolids in landscaping, using recycled stormwater for gardening, building a green roof 
 

URBAN FORESTRY OR UPLAND WILDLIFE HABITAT IMPROVEMENTS Examples: Removing blackberry and 
re-planting native shade trees, planting native cover as refugia and foraging areas to attract wildlife 
 
PARTNERSHIP 
Do you have key project partners who are not individuals?  Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response application 

 YES   NO   

A key criterion in evaluating your proposal is your ability to engage partners from unrelated sectors. If you are a 
community sector applicant (e.g., a non-profit organization, a church, a local group, a school, an association) try 
choosing a local businesses and/or a government as your partner, and vice versa. Typically, the following are not 
considered partners: Entities you compensate substantially, individuals, passive donors.  If you answer NO, you will 
need to identify partners for your project in order to qualify for a grant. 
 
COMMUNITY STEWARDSHIP 
Is one object of your project to develop community stewardship in a significant and sustained 
way? Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response application   YES  NO  
If you answered NO, please review your project plan to include now or to develop as an outcome meaningful, 
significant and sustained community involvement in your project. 

 
LEGAL STATUS 
Are you formally organized as a corporation or government entity?  YES  NO 
If you answered NO above, who will be fiscally responsible for your grant?   
      
 
Which of the following describes your organization? 
Note private individuals, consultants or subdivisions of King County are not eligible. 

 SCHOOL 
 SPECIAL DISTRICT 
 TRIBE 
 GOVERNMENT UNIT 
 PRIVATE NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATION OR ASSOCIATION  
 LOCAL GROUP BUT NOT YET INCORPORATED 

(Note: King County departments, individuals acting on their own and businesses are not eligible.) 
 
PRIVATE LAND 
Is your project located on private land? Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response application   YES  NO 
If you answered YES above, please describe the compelling public benefit of this project. 
           
 
BUDGETARY CHECKLIST 
Are you requesting funding for salaries, consultants or independent workers? Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” 

Response application   YES  NO 
If you answered YES, please complete the following: 

 
1.  How much is your grant request? $      
2.  What is your financial match? (only include third-party funding or project-specific funds appropriated 

specifically by your governing body for this project) 
$      

3.  What is the estimated value of in-kind match? (Do not include volunteer time unless it is donated 
professional time) 

$      
4.  Total $      
5.  How much of the grant request is dedicated to personnel and consultants? $      

 Line 5 must not be greater than 0.25 of Line 4 
 

What is the share of your grant request is for planning and/or designing costs? Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” 

Response application %0  Is this share greater than 50% of your grant request?  YES  NO 
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If you answered YES:  Planning and design costs to be paid by this grant must not exceed 50% of your request.  You 
will need to reduce the amount charged to the grant to comply with the 50% rule. 

 
Are you requesting a sole source exemption (exemption from seeking bids or estimates)?  YES  NO  
If YES, you will need to fill the Sole Source Exemption Addendum if you plan to charge to the grant $5,000 for a 
payment to a single vendor over the duration of the award.  If the vendor provides both goods and services, only fill 
this form if either the goods or the services exceed $5,000 or they both exceed this amount. This form will be 
provided to you if you are a finalist. 

 
Are you requesting a blanket overhead rate for administrative expenses (ONLY FOR NON-PROFIT 
ORGANIZATIONS)?  YES  NO 
If YES, you will need to fill the Blanket Overhead Rate Addendum.  Note that this rate excludes administrative 
salaries because they can not be charged to the award. This form will be provided to you if you are a finalist. 
  
Are you contributing 10% of your request as a cash match?   Skip for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response 

application 
 YES  NO 

If you answered NO you will need to secure the cash before the end of your project period, should you be a recipient.  
The securing of cash match will be added as a scope of work item to your agreement.  Final payment will be forfeited 
in the event that you have not secured cash match as indicated.  Cash match is funding you receive from third parties 
(grants, fund raisers, gifts) or that has been allocated specifically to this project by your governing body.  Any other 
source of funds allocated to this project is considered part of the normal cost of carrying out your programs and will 
be considered to be in-kind match. 

 
COMPLIANCE ACTION 
Is your project in part or fully related to a conditional use permit, a required mitigation or corrective action? 

 YES Please call or e-mail Ken Pritchard to verify eligibility (206-296 8265 
ken.pritchard@kingcounty.gov) 

 
IN-KIND CONSERVATION CREW TIME 
Are you requesting conservation crew time?  YES  NO  
If YES, please complete the EarthCorps Addendum which is part of this application.  Please note that a grant 
award does not guarantee crew time.  EarthCorps crew time is valued at $1,250 per day and you are entitled to up to 
three crew days.  The value of crew time will not count against your award.   
 
Should crew days no longer be available through King County and/or you need additional crew days, they must be 
posted as a budget item and count against your total award which must not exceed $60,000 or $10,000 depending 
on the grant program. In kind Crew time is not available outside the Water Treatment Division service area.  Please 
check map accompanying the Addendum. 
 
FOCUS POINTS 
Are you requesting Focus Points?  
You may request focus points for projects that address certain priorities.  The points will be added to the competitive 
score.  If you fail to meet the competitive score minimum requirement (70%), the focus points will not be added to 
your score.  Check appropriate box below and complete one or more Focus Points Addendum to be found at the 
end of this application.  . 

 
 Salmon habitat restoration/WRIA endorsement: The WRIA Focus points are awarded as follows: Your application 

will be submitted for review to the WRIA corresponding to your project location.  Please complete the Focus Points 
for Salmon Habitat Restoration Addendum as part of this application. 
 
All salmon habitat restoration proposals in a given WRIA will be ranked by the WRIA technical staff.  !0 points will be 
awarded to the first-ranked application, 5 points to the second and 3 points to the third.  A WRIA may elect not to 
include an application in this ranking.  See WRIA web page:  http://dnr.metrokc.gov/Wrias/index.htm 

 
  Wild Places in City Spaces:  Ten focus points will be added to projects that are located where the public and 

private land use within a half-mile radius is less than 25% green space (exclusive of non-agricultural highly 
managed landscapes such as golf courses, maintained city parks where the ground cover is predominantly lawn 
and cemeteries).  Please submit an area photo or map identifying green spaces as defined above with a 

legend indicating that you have met this criterion. 
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PROJECT NARRATIVE 
 
Instructions: Please answer the following questions in the boxes below. The boxes will expand as you type. This 

section is limited to no more than 3 pages plus one page for Question 5 (Budget) and one page for the Scope 
of Work. Your proposal will be evaluated according to your responses on all six pages. 
 
PROJECT BACKGROUND 
Briefly explain the history of the problem you are addressing in this project. How has the problem been addressed 
to date and by whom? Note that if this is multi-phased/multi-year project, you will need to complete the Multi-
Phased/Multi-Year Project Addendum as part of this application. 
 Currently, there are two sunken abandoned dry docks off the Renton shoreline, which is on state-owned 
aquatic lands managed by Washington DNR.  The area is part of the Quendall Terminals Superfund site 
(CERCLA) managed by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  
 
 The dry docks are each approximately 200 feet long (plus two 20 foot aprons), 65 feet wide, and 30 feet tall 
(including the 20 foot tall wingwalls). Even though the dry docks are sunk, the upper portions of the 
wingwalls extend 5 to 10 feet above the lake surface.  Each dry dock weighs approximately 1,200 long tons 
(or 1,344 tons). The more southerly of the two sunk on or about December 30, 2005 shortly after being moved 
onto state land.  The DNR took temporary possession of the northerly dry dock in February 2006 in order to 
prevent the vessel from breaking free during the pending windstorm and damaging the I-90 bridge and other 
property in the vicinity.  Since that time, this dry dock has also sunk. The DNR has obtained formal custody 
of both dry docks under the Derelict Vessel Act (RCW 79.100) to facilitate their removal. 
 
The dry docks have posed a number of problems to the surrounding community, water quality, and habitat. 
The project is to remove the derelict vessels to mitigate the related environmental threats, public safety 
danger, and community development issues before the problems worsen.  The types of  hazardous materials 
thought to be on the dry dock structures are asbestos-containing caulking, chinking, and wire coating; sand 
blast grit that his high in heavy metals located in the hull chambers and embedded in the wood decking and 
wingwalls.  The aquatic environment, shoreline, and water quality have been degraded due to the submerged 
dry docks and they are slowly falling apart as their infrastructure begins to break down due to water 
saturation, wind and waves.  
 
The vessels pose navigational risks and a public safety threat as they are dangerous obstacles for water 
recreation activities and they pose an attractive nuisance because they are a swimable distance from shore. 
They cover a large footprint of lake bottom and therefore interfere with habitat in the area.   They attract 
people to a Superfund site.  They hinder the assessment and pending cleanup of the Superfund site.  
Furthermore, the City of Renton has worked diligently to stimulate reinvestment in old industrial sites along 
the lake shore near the dry docks, to increase new development efforts and clean-up of the shoreline. These 
vessels are impacting this redevelopment and clean-up effort that will help preserve and enhance the water 
resource as compared with its current state. 
 
Various local, state, and federal agencies have been involved in addressing this problem and have been 
coordinating plans to remove the vessels, contingent on funding. The lead coordinating agency has been the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources (DNR). DNR holds the expert capacity to organize and 
implement a project of this size in regards to environmental mitigation and proper coordination of removal 
efforts among all levels of government.   
 
DNR's Derelict Vessel Removal Program has been working closely with the City of Renton, King County, and 
the City of Mercer Island throughout the process as well as state and local elected officials, and government 
technical staff over the past couple years to plan and support a removal that is habitat friendly and mitigates 
potential environmental hazards.  

RATED QUESTIONS 

1. Project objectives and description of activities and project outputs (10 pts) 
 
PART A: Describe the project objectives: 
Removal of these two dry docks will meet important objectives for the South Lake Washington community including:  
1) the removal of hazardous chemicals that are compromising aquatic habitat and water resources, 2) the removal of 
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a navigational risk and public safety threat, and 3) a benefit to the redevelopment efforts of old polluted industrial sites 
along the shoreline.  
 
It is important that these vessels are removed from Lake Washington as sediment from the lake floor can mix with the 
chemicals on the vessels and damage the already fragile aquatic system that supports. The removal will actively rid 
Lake Washington of harmful concentrations of hazardous materials to protect beneficial uses like public health, fish 
and wildlife use, and recreation.  
 
PART B: Describe the activities that will carry out your objectives and their tangible outputs (e.g.,  plantings, culvert 
removal, water reuse demonstration, publications, learning activities). 
The existing condition of the dry docks is such that they have been too damaged to be easily raised from their sunken 
state. The general scope of the work is that the two wood dry docks be deconstructed in-water at their current 
location in Lake Washington while being enclosed by a full-depth, anchored turbidity curtain. Removal of 
contaminated sediment from the hull chambers of the dry docks will occur prior to the start of deconstruction 
activities. The dry dock debris generated from this deconstruction work shall be removed from the Site and placed on 
barges for transfer to an acceptable permitted upland landfill.  Other activities associated with this project may include 
placement of a thin sand layer over the deconstruction area following removal of the dry docks.      
 
PART C: Describe how you will measure the success of your project. 
This project will be measured a success when both dry docks have been removed from the site.  DNR is not planning 
on conducting any post removal monitoring of this site though there will be additional site monitoring and 
charictarization conducted as part of the Superfund cleanup.. 
 
2. Community stewardship (10 pts) 

 
PART A: Who are the community stewards and how do you plan to involve them in the planning and execution of 
your project? 
Tom Beavers, 206-205-5620.  I will include him on project updates. 

 
PART B: What will the community learn from or about this project and through what means? (e.g., press 
releases, posters, project signage, presentations) 
DNR will provide community outreach through press releases and project signage.. 
 
3. Project partners (10 pts) 

Who are your partners and what role will they play with this project? (Be specific) 
Washington Department of Natural Resources as the lead. 
City of Renton has contributed lobbying efforts, acted as SEPA lead, and issued shoreline permit. 
City of Mercer Island has provided logistical support through the use of their boat, and investigation support. 
King County provided early haz mat testing and some investigation into disposal options.. 
Definition of a Project Partner: An entity that contributes to the project outcomes in a substantial way and is 
closely involved in the completion of the project. Financial donors are not partners. Generally, contractors 
who are paid to work on the project are not considered partners. 
 
4. Legacy (10 pts) 

How will you sustain this project in the years to come and/or how will you ensure its continued 
beneficial effect on water quality or habitat? 

This project will impact the long term health of the South Lake Washington area by removing hazardous chemicals 
and materials from the aquatic environment to benefit the long term health of people, water ecosystems and wildlife. 
Removal of the vessels is a preventative effort to mitigate long term damage that would need to be addressed in the 
future through water quality enhancement programming. With this particular project, the longer the vessels stay in the 
water and deteriorate, the more likely that related hazardous chemicals will pollute lake floor sediment which would 
be very difficult to clean-up.  
 
This project is also part of a larger effort to redevelop the post-industrial tracts along the Lake Washington shoreline 
in Renton. The project will help continue the redevelopment of the shoreline, improving water quality, and allowing 
any new development to occur under newer shoreline development standards which is more sustainable for water 
quality and habitat than what is currently located there. 
 
5. Leverage (10 points) 
 
PART A: Volunteer contribution 
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Total number of volunteers*: NA Estimated total number of volunteer hours*:          
 
* Note needed for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response 
 
 
PART B:  Budget 
Budgetary rules 
Costs not covered:  The following list includes some, but not all, of the items not covered in an award.  Food, drinks, 
mementos, T-shirts and caps, unapproved overhead (as a percentage of the grant), contingencies, salary burden 
rates (above taxes and benefits), use charges for applicant-owned equipment (except fuel and lubricants), vehicle 
mileage rate above standard mileage rate.  King County reserves the right to determine the nature and manner in 
which a cost item will be honored in the grant. 
 
Costs with limitations:  Except for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response applications, the amount for salaries, 
consultant fees, stipends and contract workers to be paid by the grant cannot exceed 25% of the total project cost 
(Request + cash match + in-kind match). Except for On-site Spill “First Aid” Response applications, design and 
planning costs cannot exceed 50% of the award. Chartered bus rates cannot exceed 13% of the award and never 
exceed $600. 
 

 Request for sole source exemption:  If you plan to pay from the grant an aggregate sum of over $5,000 to a 
vendor for goods or services, you must provide estimates from no less than two different vendors for the same goods 
or services. If there is a compelling reason to receive these goods or services from a sole source, you will need to 
request this exemption (complete Sole Source Exemption Addendum that will be sent to you if you are a finalist). 
This amount is raised up to $10,000 if the vendor provides a mix of services and purchased goods. However, the 
services charged to the grant cannot exceed $5,000. 
 

 Blanket overhead rate:  If you request this exemption, a Blanket Overhead Rate Addendum will be sent to you if 
you are a finalist. 
 
Effective dates:  The effective dates during which you can spend your award are from the date of the formal 
announcement of your award to the last date indicated in your Scope of Work below. 
 
The following rules apply to your match: 

 It must be specific to the phase of the project funded by this grant.  You can’t claim as match funding or the 
value of in-kind resources that don’t apply directly to activities that are not included in the Scope of Work 
(see Scope of Work below) 

 It cannot be applied to cost items or resources expended before or after the grant period without 
authorization  

 It can’t exceed three times the amount of the request without authorization.  
 For cash match, Only include money given to you by a third party or an appropriation by your governing 

body designating this project for funding 
 Do not include volunteer time as match, unless it is the donated portion of professional time 
 

Please indicate below: 
 

 THIS BUDGET IS FINAL 
 THIS BUDGET IS A DRAFT* 
 THIS BUDGET IS AN ESTIMATE* 

 
* You will need to finalize your budget if you are selected as a finalist. 
 
NOTE MAXIMUM REQUESTS: 

 WATERWORKS:  $60,000 
 WILD PLACES FOR CITY SPACES:  $10,000 
 ON-SITE SPILL “FIRST AID” RESPONSE:  $10,000 
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BUDGET TABLE 
BUDGET ITEM GRANT 

REQUEST 
BASIS FOR CALCULATION AND 
BREAKDOWN 

CASH 
MATCH 

IN-KIND 
MATCH 

SOURCE OF MATCH STATUS OF CASH 
MATCH  

Salaries & benefits                               Received 
Pending 

Freelance workers and 
consultants 

                              Received 
Pending 

Sub                      
Project supplies, 
materials and equipment 

                              Received 
Pending 

Commercial services 
(e.g., printing, backhoeing)  

100,000 Deconstruction of Dry Docks 1,700,000       City of Renton $200,000 
(pending) 
State General Fund $1 Million 
Derelict Vessel Removal 
Program $500,000 

Received 
Pending 

Transportation                               Received 
Pending 

Office expenses (broken 
down unless requesting a 
blanket overhead rate) 

                              Received 
Pending 

Real estate-related costs                               Received 
Pending 

Other costs                               Received 
Pending 

Sub                      
Grand Total 100,000                
Crew days (up to 3)            
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DRAFT SCOPE OF WORK 
 

Please include as much information as possible by the deadline of October 2, 2006 with the understanding that this is a draft.  However, 
you will be required to have a completed Scope of Work prior to your application being submitted for final review prior to the Advisory 
Committee meeting review. 
 

TASKS OUTLINED DESCRIPTION: of what is due to be completed 
during this task 

TOTAL 
SHARE OF 

AWARD 
FUNDS 

DATES 
When is task 

being 

completed? 
TASK 1 a) Submit a letter of commitment stating the nature of the 

support from your main project partners. 
b) Submit copies of award letters or other appropriate verification 
for cash and in-kind contributions greater than $1,000.00. 
1. City of Renton 
2. Derelict Vessel Removal Program 
3. State General Fund 
4.       
 

 Date must be 
no later than 
the date 
requesting the 
first payment 
 
Sept 15, 2008 
(Renton) 
 
July 1, 2007 
 
 

TASK 2 
Project Work 
Plan 

SUB-TASK OUTCOME   
EXAMPLE:  SUB-
TASK 1:  Plant 
riparian vegetation 

Please address the who, what where, 
when, why, how, how many, how 
much as appropriate and in the most 
logical order.  Here is an example: 
WHO 10 volunteers WHAT will help 
create a riparian buffer WHY to shade 
Happy Creek HOW by planting HOW 
MUCH/HOW MANY 387 trees and 
shrubs along 500 ft of stream bank 
WHERE south of the Valley Road. 

$2,345 WHEN 
March 2006 

Please see 
engineer's estimate 
sheet 

Actual deconstruction timeline will be 
developed by winning contractor. 

      starting Aug. 
11, 2008 

                        
                        
                        
                        
Add more tasks here 
if necessary: 
      

                  

TASK 3 
Permits/ 
permission 
(if applicable) 

State all required project permits and authorizations (including 
right of access) as follows: 
Name of permit, issuer, recipient, purpose and inclusive dates.  If 
no permits or authorizations are required, submit statement to 
that effect. 

 Corps--
anticipated 
by May 30, 
2008; HPA 
anticipated 
by June 30, 
2008; Water 
Quality  Mod 
anticipated 
by May 30, 
2008; 
Shoreline 
permit NTP 
May 21, 
2008. 

Section 10 Permit and Section 404 Permit, Army Corps of 
Engineers 
Hydraulic Permit Approval (HPA), Washington Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 
Water Quality Modification Admin Order,  Washington 
Department of Ecology  
Shoreline Substantial Development Permit, City of Renton 
(received) 
 

 

TASK 4 
Credits 

As part of your project deliverables, provide a plan of how, 
where and when  this grant will be acknowledged 
This grant will be acknowledged through a pre and post project 

press release and a letter to legislature and in any final 

reports/project write ups. 

       

TASK 5 
Final report 

Submit a final report and the financial closeout documentation. 
Cannot be later that 30 days after the end date of the project. 

 30 days after 
project end 

OPTIONAL 
You are strongly encouraged to include one or more of the following items as an attachment or links to a web page: Organizational 
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brochure 
Selected project accomplishments 
Organizational/staff experience 

Attachments will be read at the reviewer's discretion. You are strongly recommended to limit your attachments or web page links 
to an absolute minimum. 
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MULTI-PHASE/MULTI-YEAR PROJECT HISTORY ADDENDUM 
Please submit with your application 
This form is required if applicable 

 
Name of applicant: NA  
 
Is the proposed project part of a larger project? 
Examples of multi-phase/multi-year project of which this grant request is just one of the elements: 

 A phase in the restoration of a creek.  Some of the restoration has already taken place and further restoration is contemplated in future years 
as funding allows. 

 A discrete element, such as the native plant landscaping of a new park 

 An educational activity that has essentially the same goal but where some of the objectives vary from year-to-year or vary for different 
audiences.  

 
 YES Please complete this addendum 
 NO Do not complete this addendum  

 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF OVERALL PROJECT/PROGRAM 
      

 

 
CONTEXT OF GRANT REQUEST 
NAME OF ACTIVITY 
OR PHASE 

ONE-SENTENCE DESCRIPTION  
(including location if applicable and time) 

ESTIMATE
D OR 
ACTUAL 
COST (if 
known) 

SOURCE OF 
FUNDING 
(including this grant 
fund and internal 
allocations) 

AMOUNT 
RECEIVED 
OR 
REQUESTED 
(when 
applicable) 

STATUS OF 
REQUEST 
(see legend 
below table) 

                                    

                                    

                                    

                                    

                                    

                                    

                                    

 
STATUS OF REQUEST:   
SP:  Spent or being spent AW:  Awarded but not spent PEN:  Pending (only if you know you are a finalist) 
APP:  Applied or about to apply  FUT:  Future funding needs, sources not yet identified  
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 CONSERVATION CREW DAYS REQUEST ADDENDUM 
Please submit with your appication 

This form is elective 

 
APPLICANT:  NA  
 
Is your project located in the area on the attached map (within the blue lines)? 
 

 YES  You are eligible for crew days, please fill in the information below 
 NO  You are not eligible for crew days 

 
If your project requires hiring a conservation corps crew, it may be possible to provide you with up to THREE crew days.  
The value of the crew days will be $1,250 per day.  Please include that value to your proposed budget.  If it is impossible 
for King County to honor all or part of your request,the value of the requested crew days will be added as a cash request 
item to your budget.   
 
Please answer the following questions:  
 
NUMBER OF CREW DAYS NEEDED (maximum 3):        
 
SPECIFICALLY WHEN WILL THE CREWS BE NEEDED 
      
 
DESCRIBE THE WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY THE CREWS 
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FOCUS POINTS FOR SALMON HABITAT RESTORATION ADDENDUM 

To be included with your application 
This form is elective 

 
Are you seeking focus points because the goals and objectives of your project are to improve salmon habitat? 

 YES    Complete the questions below 
 NO OR ONLY PARTIALLY You are not eligible for salmon habitat focus points  

 
Please answer the following questions (If you addressed one or more of these questions in the narrative section of 
your application please refer the reader to your earlier answer[s]): 
 
What are the salmon habitat restoration goals and objectives? Demonstrate that the habitat improvement will 
result in sustained or greater salmonid use of the site 
      
 
Describe the scientific method that will help you assess the success of your project 
      
 
Describe the source and nature of your required cash match of 33% of your budget. 
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l) 3 85~(0 
AGREEMENT 

between 

THE WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

and 

KING COUNTY 

AUGUST 1, 2008 

to 

DECEMBER 31, 2008 

This is an Agreement between The Washington State Department of Natural Resources, hereinafter 
the "RECIPIENT", and King County, a political subdivision of the state of Washington, hereinafter the 
"COUNTY", dated August 1, 2008. 

The purpose of this Agreement is to set forth the terms, conditions and the legal and administrative 
relations that apply to the RECIPIENT in exchange for financial assistance in carrying out a proposed 
project entitled Lake Washington Clean-Up: Removal of Two Derelict Dry Docks, the PROJECT. 

Section 1. Background and Recitals: 

A. Recipient description: The mission of the Washington State Department ofNatural Resources 
(DNR) is to provide professional, forward-looking stewardship of our state lands, natural 
resources, and environment as well as to provide leadership in creating a sustainable future for the 
Trusts and all citizens. DNR is a Washington State agency that protects and manages 5.6 million 
acres of state-owned land that the people ofWashington own. Much of this land (3 million acres) 
is state trust land that provides revenue to help pay for construction of public schools, 
universities, and other state institutions, and funds services in many counties. 

B. Legal status: A Washington state agency 

C. State of incorporation: NA 

D. Proposed project (hereinafter the PROJECT): Deconstruct and remove two derelict vessels that 
are currently sunk in Lake Washington. 

E. Recipient experience in carrying out the PROJECT: As steward of the state's 2.6 million 
acres of aquatic lands, the state Department of Natural Resources manages the Derelict 
Vessel Removal Program (DVRP). DNR removes and disposes of derelict vessels, offers 
expertise to help other agencies with removal efforts, and reimburses them most of the 
vessel removal and disposal costs. 
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F. This award is made in accordance with one or more of the funding authorities described in 
Exhibit G of this agreement. 

G. As determined by King County, this PROJECT will improve King County public lands and 
waters and benefit King County residents in general. 

H. The County plans and proposes to remunerate the RECIPIENT for the purpose described in 
Subsection B above in an amount up to, but not exceeding $100,000.00 (The AWARD), provided 
that the RECIPIENT also contributes to this PROJECT a cash and in-kind match valued at 
$2,480,000.00 and verified according to the Terms and Conditions below. 

Section 2: Terms and Conditions: 

A. The PROJECT shall be in accordance with the Scope of Work attached hereto as Exhibit A with 
such modifications as may be approved by the Manager of Water and Land Resources Division in 
the COUNTY's Department ofNatural Resources and Parks. 

B. The COUNTY will, upon execution of this Agreement, establish procedures to allow payment to 
the RECIPIENT of all eligible expenses up to limit of the AWARD. The RECIPIENT shall be 
responsible for making a request for payment as follows: One request to accompany the close
out documentation presented in the format shown in Exhibit E of this Agreement using the 
Request for Payment and Task Summary form. 

C. Failure to submit the aforementioned request for payment and report on the PROJECT progress at 
intervals greater than seven months may be cause for the COUNTY to terminate this agreement 
for non-performance. 

D. Costs eligible for payment shall include those costs identified in the Budget and incurred during 
the effective dates of this Agreement. 

E. Any and all activities to be funded by this Agreement to the RECIPIENT shall be completed by 
December 31,2008. 

F. Final payment shall be made on condition that the RECIPIENT submits the following documents 
no later than January 31, 2009: 

a. A Written Final Report documenting the successful completion of the PROJECT 
according to the Scope ofWork and Timeline (Exhibit A of this Agreement). The 
written final report shall also include, but not be limited to, the following attachments as 
they apply: 

i. Outreach materials such as handouts, brochures, posters, newspaper clippings; 
ii. Any other printed materials created for the PROJECT or about it; 

111. Documents such as site plans, plant lists, publications, reports, analyses and other 
items that illustrate the successful completion of the PROJECT; 

iv. Pictures of the PROJECT. 
b. A completed Exhibit F of this Agreement (Fl: Programmatic Close-Out & F2: 

Financial Close-Out), accounting for all PROJECT costs including all cash and/or in-kind 
match itemized in the Budget. 

Agreement between and King County and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
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G. Failure to provide the aforementioned documentation may result in the forfeiture of part or all 
amounts due to the RECIPIENT. 

H. The RECIPIENT shall also return any money remaining from the COUNTY's disbursement by 
December 31,2008. 

I. The RECIPIENT agrees to acknowledge the COUNTY in all publications and signage that have 
been produced as part of the PROJECT described herein as well as in press releases, public 
service announcements, on posters, flyers and in electronic postings such as "home pages". The 
RECIPIENT will use the wording provided in Exhibit C of this Agreement (Credit and 
Disclaimers as provided in Exhibit A, Task 4, of this agreement). 

J. Other conditions governing this award: 

• The indemnification of the COUNTY described in Section 3, Paragraph D of this 
Agreement shall also extend to any claims, alleged liability, damages, suits, or losses arising 
out of or that relate to (1) the use, storage, generation, processing, transportation, handling, 
or disposal of any Hazardous Substance, as defined by federal and state statutes and 
regulations, by RECIPIENT, its contractors, agents, invitees, guests, employees, licensees or 
permittees in relation to the project for which funds are being provided hereunder; and/or 
(2) the release of threatened release of any Hazardous Substance, as defined by federal and 
state statutes and regulations, contamination resulting from any act or omission of 
RECIPIENT, its contractors, agents, invitees, guests, employees, licensees or permittees 
occurring anytime RECIPIENT uses or has used the funds provided for herein under. 

• In the event that the responsible party or parties for the abandonment of the derelict vessels 
compensates the RECIPIENT for more than $500,000 of the total project cost, the 
COUNTY shall be reimbursed an amount in proportion to its contribution to the total 
outlay to contractors for this Project provided that RECIPIENT can legally convey those 
funds. 

Section 3. Legal and Administrative Relations: 

A. The RECIPIENT shall maintain such records of expenditures as may be necessary to conform to 
generally accepted accounting principals and to meet the requirements of all-applicable state and 
Federal laws. The RECIPIENT shall maintain and submit to the COUNTY any such records as 
the COUNTY may require to conduct any audit of the PROJECT it may elect to conduct or to 
substantiate expenditures submitted for payment to the COUNTY. The RECIPIENT shall 
maintain and retain books and records related to the Agreement for at least three years after the 
termination of said Agreement. 

B. The COUNTY's financial assistance to the RECIPIENT shall be construed by the parties as a 
special disbursement to the RECIPIE"l'I'T to fund activities, as described herein that generally 
benefit the COUNTY's efforts to protect water quality. The COUNTY's sole obligation under 
this agreement shall be to provide funds to RECIPIENT and this agreement shall not be construed 
as a contract for services between the RECIPIENT and the COUNTY, or as establishing a 
principal agent relationship between the COUNTY and the RECIPIENT. 

C. The RECIPIENT shall be solely responsible for the recruiting, training and supervision of its 
employees and volunteers. Individuals hired and paid by the RECIPIENT shall not, in any event, 
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be construed to be employees of, or contractors to, the COUNTY and the RECIPIENT shall 
indemnify and hold harmless the COUNTY from any and all claims arising from any contention 
that said individuals are employees of, or contractors to, the COUNTY. This condition shall 
survive the termination of this Agreement. All actions undertaken under the funding provided by 
the terms of this agreement are, as between the COUNTY and the RECIPIENT, the sole 
responsibility of the RECIPIENT. 

D. The RECIPIENT agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless the COUNTY, its agents, 
officers, officials and employees from all claims, alleged liability, damages, suits, losses, costs to 
or death of person or damage to property allegedly resulting from the operation of the 
RECIPIENT or any of its ·employees under this Agreement. This condition shall survive the 
termination of this Agreement. The indemnifications provided for in this Section D. shall survive 
the termination of this Agreement. 

E. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as prohibiting the RECIPIENT from undertaking or 
assisting projects developed outside the purview of this Agreement, or entering into agreements 
with other parties to undertake said projects in accordance with whatever terms and conditions 
may be agreed to between the RECIPIENT and other parties. 

F. The COUNTY shall be under no obligation to continue this agreement and may request partial or 
full reimbursement of payments it made to the RECIPIENT should the RECIPIENT fail to 
perform according to the Terms and Conditions of this Agreement, whether or not failure to 
perform is within the RECIPIENT's control. 

G. This Agreement may be amended at any time by written concurrence of the parties and will 
terminate upon fulfillment of all obligations contained herein. 

H. Either party may terminate this Agreement with a thirty day written notice. The RECIPIENT 
shall return any unused portion of the funds paid and/or advanced for all expenses incurred up to 
the day of termination of this Agreement as provided in Section 2, Subsection B. 

I. Invalidity or unenforceability of one or more provisions of this Agreement shall not affect any 
other provision of this Agreement. 

J. This Agreement is approved as to form by the King County Prosecuting Attorney. 

K. The parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first written above. 
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Washington State Department ofNatural Resources by: 

Signature: ~.C ~0-._ 

Recipient printed name and title:,Ji;;J/t£/l £. ~ £_ 

Date: \S ( 2->1 (Or 

/};!lllJ2t tw~c!jraJ~~& 
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EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK 

TASKS 

TASK1 

TASK2 
Project Work 
Plan 

TASK3 
Permits/ 
permission 
(if applicable) 

OUTLINED DESCRIPTION: of what is due to be completed TOTAL 
during this task SHARE OF 

AWARD 
FUNDS 

a) Submit a letter of commitment stating the nature of the 
support from your main project partners. 
b) Submit copies of award letters or other appropriate verification 
for cash and in-kind contributions greater than $1 ,000.00. 

SUB-TASK OUTCOME 
A. Submit to the Submit documents. 
COUNTY bid 
documents and 
other documents 
describing the work 
to be carried out 
B. Deconstruct the Vessels deconstructed, all debris $100,000 
derelict vessels properly removed and site restored at 
according to least to pre-abandonment conditions. 
documents 
submitted In Sub-
Task A 
C. Public education . Outreach letter to homeowners 

around site (1 week before start of 
project) . Informational sign on the road 
adjacent to Quendall Terminals (duration 
of project) . Press Release to local news 
organizations ( 1-2 days before or even 
day of project start) . Informational signs at nearby 
boat launches (posted on the project 
start date) . Contractor will be working with 
the US Coast Guard to issue a Notice to 
Mariners to warn boaters of navigation 
hazards due to the project. . Public presentation on the 
history of the dry docks for our mitigation 
with the Dept. of Archaeology & Historic 
Presentation depending on the MOU 
worked out between the US Army Corps 
and DAHP for our Corps permit. 

State all required project permits and authorizations (including 
right of access) as follows: 
Name of permit, issuer, recipient, purpose and inclusive dates. If 
no permits or authorizations are required , submit statement to 
that effect. 
--Sect 10 Permit and Sect. 404 Permit, USAGE 
--HPA, WDFW 
--Water Quality Modification Admin Order, DOE 
--Shoreline Substantial Development Permit, City of Renton 
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DATES 
When is task 

being 
completed? 

Date must be 
no later than 
the date 
requesting the 
first payment 

September 
30,2008 

December 
31,2008 

Ongoing 
through 
December 1, 
2008 

All secured 
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TASK4 
Credits 

TASKS 
Final report 

As part of your project deliverables, provide a plan of how. 
where and when this grant will be acknowledged: 
This grant will be acknwoledged through a pre-and post-project 
press release, a letter to the legislature, in final reports and 
project write-ups as well as on appropriate signage 
Submit a final report and the financial closeout documentation. 
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EXHIBIT B: BUDGET 

BUDGET ITEM GRANT BASIS FOR CALCULATION CASH IN-KIND 
REQUEST AND BREAKDOWN MATCH MATCH 

Salaries & 
benefits 
Freelance workers 
and consultants 
Sub 
Project supplies, 
materials and 
equipment 
Commercial 100,000 King County share (see Exhibit 81 2,480,000 
services for details) 
(e.g., printing, 
backhoeing) 

Transportation 
Office expenses 
Other costs: 

Sub $100,000 $2,480,000 
TOTAL $100,000 $2,480,000 

E xhibit 81: Lake Washington Dry dock Removal Project Budget 

Floyd/Snider Architect & Engineering Contract costs 
Task 1-Evaluate Off-site and On-site Deconstruction and Disposal Alternatives 
Task 2-Dry Dock Diver Survey 
Task 3-Permitting 

Task 4-Design and Bid Package Preparation 
Task 5-Baseline Sediment Sampling 
Task 6-Project Management 
Task ?--Hazardous Materials Survey 
Task 8--Construction Phase Services 
Sub-Total 
Pacific Pile & Marine 
Demolition & disposal of dry docks 
Sales Tax 
Contingency of 15% 
Sub-Total 
Total Projected 
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SOURCE OF 
MATCH 

City of Renton: 
$200,000, 
Wa DNR: 
$2,280,000 

Contract Amt 

$31 '100.00 
$13,200.00 
$54,200.00 
$45,400.00 
$33,390.00 
$24,910.00 
$11,450.00 
$92,948.00 

$306,598.00 

$1,820,800.00 
$182,080.00 
$273,120.00 

$2,276,000.00 
$2,582,598.00 
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EXHIBIT C: CREDIT AND DISCLAIMERS FOR THE KING COUNTY FUNDED PROJECTS 

King County 
• Official Logo Dimensions Requirements: contact your grant administrator. The above logo must be 

included on all documents, brochures, flyers, newsletters, newspaper advertising and etc. 

• Logo Location on Printed Materials: on the inside title cover of all bound documents or at the back of a 
brochure, at the end of a document or bottom right of an interpretive panel, a poster or a flyer the 
following credit. 

This project is funded in part by a King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks 
WaterWorks rant. 

• For items where opinions or advice or a list of organizations or businesses are included in the 
introduction or in the body of the document (e.g., an interpretive panel, a guidebook, and a directory) 
add the disclaimer sentence: 

The content herein does not constitute an endorsement by King County government, its employees, 
and it's elected and a ointed officials. 

• Grant Exchange Web Page: http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wlr/pi/grants.htm 

• Permanent and Announcement Signage: Signage must have the King County Department of Natural 
Resources and Parks and Grant Funding source logos along with appropriate text, if applicable. Please 
contact Grant Exchange for the jpg, gif and/or word logo files. 

Agreement between and King County and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
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EXIDBIT D: GLOSSARY OF AGREEMENT TERMS 

START DATE: Post expenses as of the starting date of your agreement but not sooner. 

AMOUNT OF AWARD: You can only charge expenses in the categories listed in the budget page of 
your grant agreement and only up to the indicated amount. 

MATCH: Keep track of cash and/or in-kind match amount as it is described in your budget (Exhibit B of 
your agreement) because it must be documented in your close-out document (see close-out below) 

SCOPE OF WORK: Keep track of your activities as they relate to the scope of work you provided. You 
will have to document the progress when submitting your Request for Payment forms and your Close Out 
Financial Report. Refer to Exhibit A. 

DISBURSEMENT SCHEDULE: Send your Request for Payment forms when requesting 
reimbursement. See rules for reimbursement on page 2 of your agreement. Use Exhibit E. 

TASK SUMMARY: This is page 2 of the Request for Payment, Exhibit E. Use the information you 
documented in your Scope of Work, Exhibit A. This supports your Request for Payment for advances for 
planned work (if agreed upon in your Agreement) and/or for reimbursements for work completed. 

FINAL REPORT: This documents the successful completion of the project according to the Scope of 
Work. 

Include in the final report: 
• Close-out financial statement (reconcile your project expenses, award, cash and in-kind 

match), Exhibit F. 
• Documents are due one month after the end of your agreement period = close-out date. 
• No expenses will be approved that are dated after the end date of the agreement, see page 1. 
• Promotional materials, press clips, flyers, newsletters, brochures, photos, sign-in sheets of 

participants and etc. (when applicable) 
• Copies of receipts, vouchers, and/or documents that back-up the expenses and salaries 

reimbursed by this Grant Award attached to Exhibit F, Final Financial Close-Out. 

BALANCE OF AWARD: Any amount of your award not spent must be returned to King County. 

FINANCIAL RECORDS: Maintain a record of your expenditures to conform to generally accepted 
accounting principal. Retain records for at least three years after the end date of your agreement. It is 
highly recommended that if you use a computer to track your project expenses you assign a code to this 
grant. If you keep track of your expenses manually, you will need to make copies of your receipts or 
other "manual" documents. This way, you will be able to document your expenses (back-up 
information). 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: Please acknowledge King County in all publications and signage as well as in 
press releases, public service announcements, on posters, flyers and in electronic postings such as "home 
pages". See Exhibit C. 

AGREEMENT AMENDMENT: This document is needed if you change your scope of work (including 
the timeline) or if you deviate more than 10% in your cost categories. If you deviate less than 10%, send 
a letter or an E-mail explaining the deviation. If you need to amend your scope of work or your budget 
(not the amount of the award) by more than 10%, make a detailed request in writing. 

Agreement between and King County and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
Page!Oofl5 



DNR-005207

EXHIBITE INVOICE#_ 

KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND PARKS 
WATER AND LAND RESOURCES DIVISION 

REQUEST FOR PAYMENT 

Remit to: Washington State Department of Natural Resources 

DATE from to -----
AWARD: $100,000 

Make sure to fill the Task Summary related to this request on the back of this page 
BUDGETED PRIOR THIS BALANCE OF DESCRIPTION 
AMOUNTS REQUESTS REQUEST AWARD (Describe here and refer to 

attached support 
information) 

Paid staff 
Contract 
workers/consultants 
Supplies & equipment 
Purchased services 
Travel 
Indirect 
Real estate-related 
Other Costs 

TOTAL 

As an authorized representative of the above named recipient and to the best of my knowledge, I represent that this request for payment is true 
and accurate and reflects costs incurred by the recipient in carrying out the project named above for those planned or completed activities 
summarized on the back of this form. 

Signature ofpreparer ________________________ Date. __ _ 

Return completed form to: 
Ken Pritchard King County Water and Land Resources Division 
King Street Center 20 I S. Jackson St., Suite 600, Seattle, W A 98104 

OFFICE USE BELOW THIS LINE 

Request For Payment form (Page 1 of2) 
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SCOPE OF WORK 
ACTIVITIES PLANNED OR CARRIED OUT WITH THIS REQUEST 

TASK ACTIVITIES TO BE PAID IN DATE 0/o 
(taken from Exhibit A: Scope THIS REQUEST ACTIVITIES COMPLE-

of Work) TOOK/WILL 
TAKE PLACE 

Request for Payment form (Page 2 of 2) 

Agreement between and King County and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
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EXIDBIT F: CLOSE-OUT REPORT 

Recipient Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
Project Lake Washington Clean-Up: Removal of Two Derelict Dry 

Docks 
Time Period of this PROJECT 8/1/08-12/31/08 
Total Award $100,000 
Amount due at Close-Out 

PROGRAMMATIC CLOSE-OUT 

Checklist Previously 

,./ Submitted 

Letter(s) of Commitment from key partners 

Written Final Report, documenting the successful 1 
completion of the PROJECT according to the EXHIDIT A: 
SCOPE OF WORK & TIMELINE in your agreement. The I ~ 

report shall include, but not limited to, the following 
attachments as they apply. 

1. Report Narrative 

2. Outreach Materials, such as: handouts, brochures, 
posters, newspaper clippings, press releases, and web 
page screen hard copies 

3. Copies of Printed Materials, created for the PROJECT 
or about it, &/or other items that illustrate the 
successful completion of the PROJECT 

4. Copies of pictures, film, video, PowerPoint 
presentation in CD, DVD, email &/or documentation 
presenting your PROJECT, if applicable 

Agreement between and King County and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
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FINANCIAL CLOSE-OUT 

Checklist Previously Attached Missing 

~ Submitted 

EXHIBIT E: REQUEST FOR PAYMENT, completed for final 
remittance amount. 
EXHIBIT F: CLOSE OUT REPORT, including attached receip 
&lor auditable accounting detail (may include: ledger-based copie 
cancel checks, & payroll records), both cash and in-kind match 
documentation (backup). 

PROVISIONS 

By signing this Financial CLOSEOUT, I , an authorized representative 
of the above named RECIPIENT, confirm that I have examined the information contained herein and that, to the 
best of my knowledge, it is a true and accurate account of all the financial expenses and in-kind contributions 
incurred by the above named project in the course offulfilling the conditions of the AGREEMENT between: 

_______________ and King County, dated ___ _ 

I hereby acknowledge that there are no further expenses associated with this project, nor any pending or future 
claims to the COUNTY and that the COUNTY is not liable for any expenses not documented in Attachment B 
(Budget) of the AGREEMENT. I understand that the RECIPIENT is fully bound by the provisions of the 
AGREEMENT including, but not limited to, the return of COUNTY funds that are unspent or whose spending is 
unsubstantiated according to the Terms of the AGREEMENT, and the right to examine records. I further 
understand that the COUNTY, upon examining this Financial CLOSEOUT and the Final Report submitted by the 
RECIPIENT will determine the amount of the balance due to the RECIPIENT. 

SIGNED DATE 

Item Grant Budget Grant Actual Grant Balance Cash match pr Cash Match A 
Remaining 

!-Paid staff 

2-Contract workers/consult 

3-Sub of Lines 1& 2 

4-Supplies and equipment 

5-Purchased services (e.g., 
printing, excavation) 

6-Travel 

7-lndirect costs (rent, 
utilities, etc.) 

8-Real estate related costs 

9-0ther costs 

1 0-sub-total of Lines 4-9 

PROJECT TOTAL 
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EXHIBIT G: FUNDING AUTHORITY 

The Funding authority for this Award is checked below: 

[8J WaterWorks, The Water Quality Block Grant Fund and/or SPLASH, The Community Action 
Grant: The COUNTY, through its Department of Natural Resources and Parks, operates a regional 
system of sewage treatment and conveyance facilities for which it collects charges from local 
governments. Said charges constitute the source of revenue for operation of the COUNTY's sewage 
treatment system. By agreement with said local governments, this revenue can be used only to fund 
expenditures that are related to the development, operation, maintenance, and replacement and 
improvement of said system. By budget authority, the COUNTY funds activities related to the 
regional water quality objectives advanced by the development of the sewage treatment system. 

D Wild Places in City Space, Urban Reforestation and Habitat Restoration (URHR): The COUNTY 
administers the Urban Reforestation and Habitat Restoration Fund, a First Tier fund established by 
King County Ordinance 11193 for the purpose of funding urban reforestation and habitat restoration 
project in the Urban Growth Area of King County. 

Agreement between and King County and the Wash ington State Department of Natura1 Resources 
Page 15 of 15 



May 16, 2008 
 
 
 
Ken Pritchard 
King County Department of Natural Resources and Park 
Water and Land Resources Division, Grant Exchange 
King Street Center 
201 South Jackson Street, Ste. 600 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
Dear Mr. Pritchard: 
 
The Washington Department of Natural Resources (DNR) is hereby applying for the King County 

Waterworks Grant, which would provide additional funding for the demolition and removal of the Lake 

Washington dry docks. The DNR is leading this challenging multi-agency removal effort.  We are into the 

permitting phase and have started the bid advertisement.  We anticipate removal of the dry docks to 

start in August after Seafair, with completion in early fall. This project is a priority for the DNR, as well as 

for the City of Renton and King County. 

The dry docks are sunk on state-owned aquatic lands managed by DNR.  They are located on a CERCLA 

(Superfund) site managed by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  The more southerly of the 

two dry docks went down on or about December 30, 2005 shortly after being moved onto state land.  

The DNR took temporary possession of the northerly dry dock in February 2006 in order to prevent the 

vessel from breaking free during the pending windstorm and damaging the I-90 bridge and other 

property in the vicinity.  The DNR has obtained formal custody of both dry docks under the Derelict 

Vessel Act (RCW 79.100) to facilitate their removal.  We have been working with the Environmental 

Protection Agency to pursue the owners but they are unlikely to aid in the removal of the dry docks. 

There has been great interest from the community to remove the dry docks from Lake Washington. In 

addition to their aesthetic impact, the dry docks are concerning due to the hazards they cause to 

navigation, health and the environment. The DNR’s engineer’s cost estimate for the removal of both dry 

docks is $1,511,000 in addition to the money we have already spent on project design, permitting and 

hazardous materials testing. The 2007 Washington Legislature set aside $1 million for their removal, so 

additional funding is necessary to complete this important project. 

If you have any questions please contact Melissa Montgomery, manager of our Derelict Vessel Removal 

Program, at (360) 902-1574 or by e-mail at Melissa.montgomery@dnr.wa.gov . 

Sincerely, 

 

Fran McNair 
Aquatics Steward 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

DOUG SUTHERLAND, Commissioner of Public Lands 

 

INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT WITH  

CITY OF RENTON 

 

Agreement No.  IAA 09-38 

 

This Agreement is between the City of Renton (hereinafter “City”) and the Washington State 

Department of Natural Resources, (hereinafter “DNR”).   

 

The DNR and the City of Renton enter into this Agreement under authority of Chapter 39.34 

RCW of Washington State, Interlocal Cooperation Act. 

 

The purpose of this Agreement is to create a funding agreement which will allow City to 

contribute funding to the Lake Washington Dry Docks removal project being conducted by DNR.  

 
IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED THAT: 

 

1.01 Statement of Work.  The DNR shall directly, or though contract, furnish the necessary 

personnel, equipment, material and/or services and otherwise do all things necessary for 

performing the removal project.  The work shall remove two sunken and abandoned dry docks 

located off the shoreline of the City of Renton.   

 

2.01 Period of Performance.  The period of performance of this Agreement shall begin on the 

date the DNR issues the Notice to Proceed to its contractor and end when the funding for this 

project has been completely expended by DNR for the purposes set out herein, or on December 

31, 2008, whichever occurs later. 

 

3.01 Payment.  The City shall irrevocably commit Two Hundred Thousand Dollars 

($200,000.00) to DNR to pay for the work.  The City shall pay said amount to DNR upon being 

billed.  Such billing is anticipated to occur in November, 2008. 

 

3.02 Use of Funds.  DNR may utilize the City’s funds for any purpose and in any location 

consistent with the goal of this agreement, which is to remove the two sunken dry docks from 

Lake Washington.  DNR may combine the City’s funds with other funds to accomplish the 

purpose of this agreement.  None of the funding provided by City may be utilized for 

administrative overhead, or other indirect costs.  

 

4.01 Billing Procedures.  DNR shall submit periodic invoices to the City.  Payment to the 

DNR will be made by the City within thirty (30) days of receiving the invoice.  When the 

contract expires, any claim for payment not already made shall be submitted within thirty (30) 

days after the expiration date or the end of the fiscal year, whichever is earlier.  

 

 

DNR-005213



 
 

Form Date 09/97     2 of 5   Agreement No. 09-38 

 

5.01 Records Maintenance.  The parties to this Agreement shall each maintain books, 

records, documents and other evidence, which sufficiently and properly reflect all direct costs 

expended by either party in the performance of the services described herein.  These records shall 

be subject to inspection, review, or audit by personnel of both parties, other personnel duly 

authorized by either party, the Office of the State Auditor, and federal officials so authorized by 

law.  All books, records, documents, and other material relevant to this Agreement will be 

retained for six years after expiration and the Office of the State Auditor, and any persons duly 

authorized by the parties shall have full access to and the right to examine any of these materials 

during this period. 

Records and other documents in any medium furnished by one party to this agreement to the 

other party, will remain the property of the furnishing party, unless otherwise agreed.  The 

receiving party will not disclose this material to any third parties without first notifying the 

furnishing party and giving it a reasonable opportunity to respond.  Each party will use 

reasonable security procedures and protections to assure that records and documents provided by 

the other party are not erroneously disclosed to third parties. 

 

6.01 Rights to Data.  Unless otherwise agreed, data originating from this Agreement shall be 

“works for hire” as defined by the U.S. Copyright Act of 1976 and shall be owned by DNR.  Data 

shall include, but not be limited to, reports, documents, pamphlets, advertisements, books, 

magazines, surveys, studies, computer programs, films, tapes, and/or sound reproductions.  

Ownership includes the right to use, copyright, patent, register and the ability to transfer these 

rights. 

 

7.01 Independent Capacity.  The employees or agents of each party who are engaged in 

performing this agreement shall continue to be employees or agents of that party and shall not be 

considered for any purpose to be employees or agents of the other party. 

 

8.01 Amendments.  This Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of the parties.  

Amendments shall be in writing and signed by personnel authorized to bind each of the parties. 

 

9.01 Termination.  Either party may terminate this Agreement by giving the other party thirty 

(30) days prior written notice.  If this Agreement is terminated, the terminating party shall be 

liable to pay only for those services provided or costs incurred prior to the termination date 

according to the terms of this Agreement.   

 

10.01 Termination for Cause.  If for any cause either party does not fulfill in a timely and 

proper manner its obligations under this Agreement, or if either party violates any of the terms 

and conditions, the aggrieved party will give the other party written notice of the failure or 

violation.  The aggrieved party will give the other party fifteen (15) working days to correct the 

violation or failure.   If the failure or violation is not corrected within fifteen (15) days, the 

aggrieved party may immediately terminate this Agreement by notifying the other party in 

writing. 

  

11.01 Disputes.  If a dispute arises, a dispute board shall resolve the dispute like this:  Each 

party to this agreement shall appoint a member to the dispute board.  These board members shall 
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jointly appoint an additional member to the dispute board.  The dispute board shall evaluate the 

facts, contract terms, applicable statutes and rules, then determine a resolution.  The dispute 

board’s determination shall be final and binding on the parties.  As an alternative to the dispute 

board, either of the parties may request intervention by the Governor, as provided by RCW 

43.17.330.  In this case, the Governor’s process will control the dispute resolution. 

 

12.01 Governance.  This contract is entered into the authority granted by the laws of the State 

of Washington, the laws of the City of Renton, and any applicable federal laws.  The provisions  

of this agreement shall be construed to conform to those laws. 

 

If there is an inconsistency in the terms of this Agreement, or between its terms and any 

applicable statute or rule, the inconsistency shall be resolved by giving precedence in the 

following order: 

 (1) Applicable State, City and federal statutes and rules; 

 (2) Statement of Work; and 

 (3) Any other provisions of the agreement, including materials incorporated by 

reference. 

 

13.01  Assignment.  DNR may contract with third parties to fulfill its obligation to perform the 

work of this agreement according to its usual practice, and under its statutory authority.  Any 

claim arising from this agreement can not be assigned or delegated in whole or in part by either 

party, without the express prior written consent of the other party.  Neither party shall 

unreasonably withhold consent. 

 

14.01. Waiver.  A party that fails to exercise its rights under this agreement is not precluded 

from subsequently exercising its rights.  A party’s rights may only be waived through a written 

amendment to his agreement. 

 

15.01 Severability.  The provisions of this agreement are severable.  If any provision of this 

Agreement or any provision of any document incorporated by reference should be held invalid, 

the other provisions of this Agreement that are effective without the invalid provision remain 

valid if the agreement formed by the remaining clauses conforms to the requirements of 

applicable law and the fundamental purpose of this agreement.  

 

16.01 Complete Agreement in Writing.  This Agreement contains all the terms and conditions 

agreed upon by the parties.  No other understanding, oral or otherwise, regarding the subject 

matter of this Agreement shall be deemed to exist or to bind any of the parties. 

 

17.01 Contract Management.  The Project Coordinator for each of the parties shall be the 

contact person for this agreement.  All communications and billings to the City will be sent to the 

project coordinator for the City.  

 

18.01 Project Coordinators.  

 

(1) The Project Coordinator for the City is Suzanne Dale-Estey,  
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City of Renton  

 Telephone Number:  (425) 430-6591 

 

(2) The Project Manager for the DNR is Melissa Montgomery,  

Derelict Vessel Removal Program Manager 

 Telephone Number: (360) 902-1574 

 

 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement. 

 

City of Renton 

 

Dated:  ____________________, 20___ By:      

 

Title:   

 

Address:   Renton City Hall, Sixth Floor 

1055 South Grady Way 

Renton, WA 98057 

   

Phone:    

 

 

 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

 

 

Dated:  ____________________, 20___ By:  ______________________________________ 

       Fran McNair 

   

Title: Aquatics Steward    

 

Address:  1111 Washington St SE, PO Box 47027 

Olympia, WA 98504-7027 
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Attachment A 
 

 

   STATEMENT OF WORK 

 

The DNR and City of Renton desire the removal of two sunken dry docks from Lake Washington in 

within the Shoreline Jurisdiction of the City of Renton.  DNR will provide directly, or though 

contract with third parties, all the resources for completing all related design work, contract 

management and oversight, permitting, bidding of the construction, and contracting the work to 

remove, transport, and dispose of the structures described in this agreement.  

 

The DNR or its contractor(s) is responsible for securing all the necessary permits and project 

reviews including archaeological and historical review.  

 

 

 

 

.  

 

 

/          /          /          /          /          / 

END STATEMENT OF WORK 
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RENTON CITY COUNCIL 
Regular Meeting 

 
March 24, 2008 Council Chambers 
Monday, 7 p.m. M I N U T E S Renton City Hall 
 

CALL TO ORDER Mayor Denis Law called the meeting of the Renton City Council to order and 
led the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag. 

ROLL CALL OF 
COUNCILMEMBERS 

MARCIE PALMER, Council President; GREG TAYLOR; RICH ZWICKER; 
TERRI BRIERE; KING PARKER; DON PERSSON.  MOVED BY PALMER, 
SECONDED BY PARKER, COUNCIL EXCUSE ABSENT 
COUNCILMEMBER RANDY CORMAN.  CARRIED. 

CITY STAFF IN 
ATTENDANCE 

DENIS LAW, Mayor; JAY COVINGTON, Chief Administrative Officer; 
LAWRENCE J. WARREN, City Attorney; BONNIE WALTON, City Clerk; 
GREGG ZIMMERMAN, Public Works Administrator; ALEX PIETSCH, 
Community and Economic Development Administrator; ERIKA CONKLING, 
Senior Planner; ANGELA MATHIAS, Assistant Planner; TERRY 
HIGASHIYAMA, Community Services Administrator; SONJA 
MEJLAENDER, Community Relations and Event Coordinator; MARTY 
WINE, Assistant CAO; PREETI SHRIDHAR, Communications Director; 
DEPUTY CHIEF ROBERT VAN HORNE and DEPUTY CHIEF MARK 
PETERSON, Fire Department; COMMANDER DAVID LEIBMAN, Police 
Department. 

SPECIAL 
PRESENTATIONS 
Public Works: Employee 
Recognition 

Public Works Administrator Gregg Zimmerman recognized the 
Planning/Building/Public Works employees nominated and chosen by their 
peers to receive 2007 Good Work awards, as follows:  Principal Financial and 
Administrative Analyst Nenita Ching, Engineering Specialist Jun Aesquivel, 
and Construction Inspector Pat Miller.  Vehicle and Equipment Mechanic Tom 
Guesman was selected as the 2007 Planning/Building/Public Works Employee 
of the Year. 

 Mr. Zimmerman then announced that the following employees who contributed 
to the Springbrook Creek Wetland and Habitat Mitigation Bank project were 
awarded the 2007 Good Teamwork Award:  Parks Director Leslie Betlach, 
Senior Planner Jill Ding (former employee); Utility Engineering Supervisor 
Dave Christensen, Mapping Coordinator Bob Mac Onie, Civil Engineer Allen 
Quynn, and Utility Engineering Supervisor Ron Straka. 

Community Services: Sister 
City Visit to Nishiwaki, Japan 

Community Relations and Event Coordinator Mejlaender introduced Roger 
Richert, Renton-Nishiwaki Sister City Committee Chairman, who reviewed the 
history and evolution of the Renton and Nishiwaki relationship, which began in 
1969.  Pointing out that the Renton-Nishiwaki Sister City Committee became 
an official committee of the City in 1994, Mr. Richert detailed the striking 
similarities between the two cities. 

 Ms. Mejlaender named the 16 delegates who will visit Nishiwaki from April 5 
to 12, and she reviewed the itinerary for the trip.  In conclusion, Ms. 
Mejlaender and Assistant CAO Wine displayed the gift that will be presented to 
the Mayor of Nishiwaki during the trip, a glass blown square shaped platter 
from Uptown Glassworks to add to the collection of previous art given by the 
City of Renton. 

PUBLIC HEARING This being the date set and proper notices having been posted and published in 
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Planning: Development 
Regulations (Title IV) Docket 

accordance with local and State laws, Mayor Law opened the public hearing to 
consider revisions to the following City Code Title IV (Development 
Regulations) docket items:  Commercial/Office/Residential (COR) Zone, 
Assisted Living, Helipads, and Utilities Height. 

 Reporting on the docket item concerning the COR zone, Assistant Planner 
Mathias explained that each of the current three COR zone designations were 
generally assigned to single, large properties with unique attributes.  The 
proposed revisions will consolidate the COR zone into one designation, place 
the COR zone in Urban Design District C, and place the COR zone with the 
parking standards for other mixed use/multi-family zoning designations. 

 Turning to the docket item concerning assisted living, Ms. Mathias stated that 
Renton currently does not have a definition for assisted living, and the proposal 
includes implementing a new definition for assisted living and for multi-family 
assisted living; revising the definition for convalescent centers; striking the 
retirement residences definition; applying density to assisted living facilities; 
allowing assisted living facilities in the R-14 zone; limiting assisted living 
facilities to 18 units in the R-1 and R-10 zones; and establishing parking 
standards of one space per unit, plus dedicated parking for facility fleet 
vehicles. 

 Continuing, Ms. Mathias reviewed the proposed revisions to the height 
requirements for utilities, which include:  allowing additional height for 
aboveground and elevated water reservoirs and public utility facilities, treating 
public utility facilities exceeding 50 feet in height with public art, and adding 
language to allow administrative modification of setbacks and lot coverage to 
trigger site plan review. 

 Senior Planner Conkling reported on the docket item concerning helipads.  She 
indicated that helipads are currently allowed with a Hearing Examiner 
conditional use permit in commercial, industrial, and urban center zones.  Ms. 
Conkling noted that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regulates 
helipad construction, siting, and all airspace issues, including the approach for 
take-offs and landings. 

 Ms. Conkling explained that the proposed revision will allow helipads in the R-
8 zone, if accessory to a residential use, with a Hearing Examiner conditional 
use permit.  The helipad use is limited to properties fronting Lake Washington, 
where one seaplane per residence is already allowed.  Additionally, compliance 
with FAA regulations is required, and properties will be limited to one aircraft. 

 In conclusion, Ms. Conkling reported that the Planning and Development 
Committee will review this group of docket items and then present a report to 
the full Council.  She noted that the Environmental Review Committee's 
determination regarding the helipads has been appealed to the Hearing 
Examiner; therefore, the Committee will not review that docket item until the 
appeal issue has been settled. 

 In response to Council inquiries, Ms. Mathias stated that the funding for 
graphic treatments on water tanks is usually part of a new construction budget 
or a maintenance upgrade, and the cost averages out to be approximately one 
percent of the budget.  Ms. Conkling estimated that seven or eight of the 
lakefront properties may be eligible to have a helipad.  She indicated that when 
approving private helipads, the FAA prohibits the allowance of an approach 
over a residential area; however, helicopters are not prohibited from flying over 
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Kennydale Hill.  Ms. Conkling explained that a helicopter would land on the 
ground unless it has pontoons.  A seaplane lands on the water, is usually placed 
on a surface, and is pulled onto the lake and taxis off from there. 

 Public comment was invited. 

The following speakers spoke in support of the helipad proposal:  Steve 
Maxwell (Renton); Robert Watson (Seattle); Marlene Winter (Renton); Dr. 
Paul Joos (Renton); Dorothy Simpson (Mercer Island); Gary Pipkin (Renton); 
Charlie Conner (Renton), who also submitted 46 support signatures and a 
support letter from Monica Fix (Renton); Gene Heuschel (Renton); Sharon 
Smith (Renton); Kim Bowden (Renton); Buzz Dana (Renton); Jerry Brennan 
(Renton); Brian Fife (Renton); Joe Boehme (Renton); Tom Dahlby (Renton);  

 Don Jacobson (Renton); Marc Pritchard (Renton); Don Savoy (Renton); John 
Hempelmann (Seattle); Kelly Grace (Renton); Steve Porter (Renton); Mike 
Holmes (Renton); Steve Miller (Renton); Jim Hess (Renton); Bob Goetz 
(Renton); Carrie Krape (Renton); Pat Dana (Renton); Kevin Iden (Renton); and 
Bill Stoneman (Renton). 

 Support comments indicated that the lakefront community will be a more 
interesting place to live due to all of the activity; the noise is minimal; the 
neighborhood will be improved; the lake is enjoyed in many ways, which 
includes the use of aircraft; space requirements to land helicopters are very 
restrictive; safe environment in which to operate helicopters; zoning revision 
will result in only a few helipads; Renton is a progressive city; property values  

 will be enhanced; helicopters will add to the character of the City; increased 
quality of life; reflection of Renton's aviation history; requirement for 
conditional use permit will shepherd the use of helicopters in this area; the 
majority of the City of Issaquah's helicopter rules are FAA requirements; and 
helicopters are under the control of the Renton Airport unlike at other cities. 

 Other comments included:  important to maintain affected properties' seaplane 
sites and that potential use for any future owners; helipads should be considered 
in the same manner as seaplane sites; helicopter approaches are not allowed 
over Kennydale Hill; air traffic issues are regulated by the FAA; potential 
usefulness of helicopters during public disaster situations; property rights 
maintained; lack of notice for public hearing; preference for City to use the 
administrative conditional use permit process; and helicopters are not operated 
when the weather is marginal. 

 The following speakers spoke in opposition of the proposal:  Joanie Rosling 
(Renton), John DuBois (Renton), Pegi Galster (Renton), Victoria Kapetan 
(Renton), Kim Loulias (Renton), Bill Johnson (Renton), John Middlebrooks 
(Renton), Brian Shine (Renton), Trudy Neumann (Renton), and Mark Hancock 
(Seattle). 

 Objections included increased noise; helipads will only benefit a few people to 
the detriment of the entire Kennydale neighborhood; helicopters require 
considerable skill and continued practice to fly; the lack of a noise study; 
decreased property values; public safety concerns; reduced quality of life; large 
amount of noise already endured in the neighborhood; lack of tangible benefits 
for the entire City; and the efforts of the Renton Airport Advisory Committee 
are countered. 

 Other comments indicated that the Renton Airport is nearby, therefore private 
helipads are not needed; the City of Issaquah has numerous rules regarding the 
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operation of helicopters; the environmental issues have been overlooked; the 
allowance of helicopters with floats reduces safety hazard; helicopters do not 
belong in residential neighborhoods or on the water front; large birds may 
present safety hazard to the helicopter; water-based helipad should be required;  

 legal issue concerns if an accident occurs; helicopters fly over Kennydale Hill 
and cause disruptions; even distribution of the costs and benefits of the 
disruptions to people's lives is needed; helicopters are dangerous and noisy; the 
conditional use permit process creates and continues confusion; preference for 
a third party to test the helicopter noise; and a better ordinance is needed. 

 Correspondence in support of the helipad proposal was acknowledged from 
Thomas R. Dahlby and Kathleen I. Dahlby (Renton).  Correspondence in 
opposition to the proposal was acknowledged from the following:  Sandy 
Reisman (city of residence unknown); Thomas and Judith Skillman (Renton); 
Kim Loulias (Renton); Paul and Tami Skelton (Renton); Jodi Watson (Renton); 
Linda Fry (city of residence unknown); Robert L. Undsderfer (Renton); Betty  

 Childers and Steve Denison (Renton); John Middlebrooks (Renton); Mary 
Lowry and Mike Lowry (Renton); and Joanie Rosling (Renton).  
Correspondence regarding the proposal was also acknowledged from Steve F. 
(city of residence unknown) and Marleen Mandt (city of residence unknown). 

 There being no further public comment, it was MOVED BY PERSSON, 
SECONDED BY PARKER, COUNCIL CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING.  
CARRIED. 

RECESS MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY TAYLOR, COUNCIL RECESS 
FOR FIVE MINUTES.  CARRIED.  Time:  9:12 p.m. 

The meeting was reconvened at 9:17 p.m.; roll was called; all Councilmembers 
present except Corman, previously excused. 

APPEAL 
Planning & Development 
Committee 
Appeal: Monopole Conditional 
Use Permit, T-Mobile, CU-07-
065 

Planning and Development Committee Chair Parker announced that the hearing 
regarding the T-Mobile monopole conditional use permit appeal was continued 
to April 4 at 1:30 p.m. 

AUDIENCE COMMENT 
Citizen Comment: Galster - 
Title IV Docket Review, 
Helipads 

Pegi Galster (Renton) requested that before making a decision on the matter of 
the proposed zoning revision that would allow helipads in certain R-8-zoned 
properties, the City hire a consultant to conduct a noise study.  She also urged 
Council to read the documentation she submitted regarding noise. 

CONSENT AGENDA Items on the consent agenda are adopted by one motion which follows the 
listing. 

Council Meeting Minutes of 
3/17/2008 

Approval of Council meeting minutes of 3/17/2008.  Council concur. 

Board/Commission: Planning 
Commission Membership 
Expansion 

Community and Economic Development Department recommended approval to 
expand the Planning Commission from seven to nine members.  Council 
concur.  (See page 97 for ordinance.) 

Planning: Development 
Regulations (Title IV) Docket 
Review 

Community and Economic Development Department recommended approval of 
Title IV docket item 08-01:  text amendment for Monopole I in residential 
zones and housekeeping amendments to wireless regulations in all zones.  Refer 
to Planning and Development Committee. 
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Human Services: Regional 
Affordable Housing Program 
Fund Usage, King County 

Human Services Division requested approval of an agreement with King 
County regarding the use of SHB (Substitute House Bill) 2060 local low 
income housing funds for the Regional Affordable Housing Program.  Refer to 
Community Services Committee. 

Utility: White Fence Ranch 
Sewer Extension Geotechnical 
Services, Kleinfelder 

Utility Systems Division recommended approval of an agreement in the amount 
of $35,752 with Kleinfelder for the White Fence Ranch Sewer Extension 
Project geotechnical services.  Council concur. 

 MOVED BY PALMER, SECONDED BY TAYLOR, COUNCIL APPROVE 
THE CONSENT AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  CARRIED. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
Finance Committee 
Finance: Vouchers 

Finance Committee Chair Persson presented a report recommending approval 
of Claim Vouchers 270147 - 270645 and two wire transfers totaling 
$4,204,144.65; and approval of 183 Payroll Vouchers, one wire transfer, and 
702 direct deposits totaling $2,543,348.68.  MOVED BY PERSSON, 
SECONDED BY BRIERE, COUNCIL CONCUR IN THE COMMITTEE 
REPORT.  CARRIED. 

Finance: Utility Tax Non-
Payment, Penalty and Interest 
Collection 

Finance Committee Chair Persson presented a report recommending 
concurrence with the staff recommendation that the City Code be amended to 
provide for interest and penalties for late payment of utility taxes due to the 
City.  The Committee further recommended that the ordinance regarding this 
matter be presented for first reading.  MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED 
BY BRIERE, COUNCIL CONCUR IN THE COMMITTEE REPORT.  
CARRIED.  (See page 97 for ordinance.) 

Finance: Capital Funding 
Financial Policy 

Finance Committee Chair Persson presented a report regarding capital funding 
Financial Management Policies revisions.  As a result of the review of Fund 
Balance Reserves and the annual Capital Improvement Plan, the Committee 
recommended that the Financial Management Policies be revised as follows: 

1. Add the Farmers Market Fund previously approved by Ordinance 5360. 
2. Add a new internal service fund for City facilities enabling the tracking and 

planning for expenses related to providing facilities for use by City staff. 
3. Revise the capital project budget process to provide for project length 

budgeting of capital projects.  This will eliminate the need to break a long-
term capital project into annual budget increments and improve reporting. 

 MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY BRIERE, COUNCIL CONCUR IN 
THE COMMITTEE REPORT.  CARRIED. 

Human Resources: 
Reclassifications (7 Positions), 
Application Support Manager 
Hire 

Finance Committee Chair Persson presented a report recommending 
concurrence in the staff recommendation to reclassify positions and create pay 
ranges for City departments effective 1/1/2008.  Funds to implement this 
recommendation are provided in the 2008 Budget.  The positions are as 
follows: 

 Civil Engineer I (vacant), grade a19 to a21, no budget change. 
Recreation Supervisor to Recreation Manager (vacant), grade m25 to m28, 
no budget change. 
Lead Building Inspector (new position), a24, no budget change. 
Lead Code Compliance Inspector (new position), a22, no budget change. 
Planning Director (new position), m38, no budget change. 
Water Utility Instrumentation/SCADA Technician, a19, no budget change. 
Risk Manager (new position), m30, no budget change. 
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 Additionally, the Committee concurred with the staff recommendation to 
permit the filling of the Application Support Manager position on 3/17/2008 in 
anticipation of the retirement of a long-term City employee on 5/1/2008, in 
order to facilitate a smooth transaction.  MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED 
BY BRIERE, COUNCIL CONCUR IN THE COMMITTEE REPORT.  
CARRIED. 

Transportation (Aviation) 
Committee 
Streets: Renaming, SE 
Petrovitsky Rd & SE Carr Rd 

Transportation (Aviation) Committee Vice Chair Persson presented a report 
regarding SE Petrovitsky Rd. and SE Carr Rd. street names.  The Committee 
met to discuss a request to review the street naming for the SE Petrovitsky Rd., 
SE Carr Rd., and S. 176th St. arterial route through the Benson Hill 
Communities Annexation area.  The newly annexed area had these three 
different names for the same arterial route. 

 The street names in the City of Renton are designated by City Code, Chapter 
11, Street Grid System.  For most of the Benson Hill Communities Annexation 
area, the street names remained unchanged following annexation.  City Code 
Section 9-11-6.A.3 does require that the segments of SE Carr Rd., SE 176th St., 
and SE Petrovitsky Rd. be renamed SE Carr Rd., west of 108th Ave. SE, and 
SE Petrovitsky Rd., east of 108th Ave. SE.  These changes have been made by 
City staff, which affects 27 property owners in the annexation area.  These 
street names correspond to the existing street names on the route east and west 
of the annexation area. 

 The Committee recommended that no further action be taken at this time on 
street name changes for this arterial route.  MOVED BY PERSSON, 
SECONDED BY ZWICKER, COUNCIL CONCUR IN THE COMMITTEE 
REPORT.  CARRIED. 

RESOLUTIONS AND 
ORDINANCES 

The following resolution was presented for reading and adoption: 

Added 
Resolution #3937 
Transportation: I-405 Corridor 
Program Support 

MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY ZWICKER, COUNCIL BRING 
FORWARD THE ADDED RESOLUTION REGARDING SUPPORT FOR 
THE I-405 CORRIDOR PROGRAM.  CARRIED. 

A resolution was read reaffirming Renton's support of the I-405 Corridor 
Program record of decision finalized in October 2002, particularly full 
implementation of the bus rapid transit concept.  MOVED BY PERSSON, 
SECONDED BY ZWICKER, COUNCIL ADOPT THE RESOLUTION AS 
READ.  CARRIED.  Councilmember Persson indicated that this matter has 
been discussed several times in Committee of the Whole. 

 The following ordinances were presented for first reading and referred to the 
Council meeting of 4/7/2008 for second and final reading: 

Board/Commission: Planning 
Commission Membership 
Expansion 

An ordinance was read amending Chapter 10, Planning Commission, of Title II 
(Commissions and Boards) of City Code by increasing the membership of the 
Planning Commission from seven to nine.  MOVED BY BRIERE, 
SECONDED BY ZWICKER, COUNCIL REFER THE ORDINANCE FOR 
SECOND AND FINAL READING ON 4/7/2008.  CARRIED. 

Finance: Utility Tax Non-
Payment, Penalty and Interest 
Collection 

An ordinance was read amending Section 2, Utility Tax; When Due, of Chapter 
11, Utility Tax, of Title V (Finance and Business Regulations) of City Code by 
adding two new subsections, "A," Penalties For Nonpayment, and "B," Interest.  
MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY BRIERE, COUNCIL REFER THE 
ORDINANCE FOR SECOND AND FINAL READING ON 4/7/2008.  
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CARRIED. 

 The following ordinances were presented for second and final reading and 
adoption: 

Ordinance #5364 
EDNSP: Dry Docks Removal 
Waiver of Permit Fees, Budget 
Amend 

An ordinance was read amending the 2008 Budget, allocating $200,000 from 
the unallocated reserve fund balance from 2007 for derelict vessel removal 
projects.  MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY PALMER, COUNCIL 
ADOPT THE ORDINANCE AS READ.  ROLL CALL:  ALL AYES.  
CARRIED. 

 

 

Ordinance #5365 
Board/Commission: Municipal 
Arts Commission Revisions 

An ordinance was read amending Chapter 8, Municipal Arts Commission, of 
Title II (Commissions and Boards) of City Code by introducing a five-year 
Master Plan for Arts and Culture; clarifying how funding is established and 
adjusted for the 1% for Art Fund; and scheduling the annual review of the two-
year plan for projects slated for the 1% for Art Fund, to be completed during 
the annual City budget preparation process.  MOVED BY BRIERE, 
SECONDED BY PARKER, COUNCIL ADOPT THE ORDINANCE AS 
READ.  ROLL CALL:  ALL AYES.  CARRIED. 

AUDIENCE COMMENT 
Citizen Comment: Gitchel - 
Monopole Conditional Use 
Permit Appeal, T-Mobile, CU-
07-041 

In response to the inquiry of Chuck Gitchel (Renton) regarding the T-Mobile 
monopole conditional use permit appeal, Councilmember Parker stated that the 
Planning and Development Committee will present its recommendation 
regarding the matter to the full Council on April 7. 

ADJOURNMENT MOVED BY PERSSON, SECONDED BY PALMER, COUNCIL ADJOURN.  
CARRIED.  Time:  9:39 p.m. 

  

Bonnie I. Walton, CMC, City Clerk 
Recorder:  Michele Neumann 
March 24, 2008 
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